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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was Ms. CANTWELL thereupon assumed MCCONNELL, the Speaker, and the

called to order by the Honorable MARIA
CANTWELL, a Senator from the State of
Washington.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal God, the fountain of every
blessing, provide our Senators this day
reverence to realize Your presence, hu-
mility to know their own needs, and
trust to ask You for help. Give them
also the courage to obey Your precepts
and to live for Your glory.

Lord, walk with them as they work,
giving them the wisdom to believe that
there is no purity without vigilance, no
learning without study, and no crown
without a cross. Strengthen their re-
solve to choose the right and shun the
wrong.

We pray in Your Holy Name. Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Presiding Officer led the Pledge
of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———————

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. LEAHY).

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the following letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, December 2, 2021.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby
appoint the Honorable MARIA CANTWELL, a
Senator from the State of Washington, to
perform the duties of the Chair.

PATRICK J. LEAHY,
President pro tempore.

the Chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore.

———

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed.

———

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2022—Resumed

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will resume consideration of
H.R. 4350, which the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 4350) to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2022 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

Pending:

Reed-Inhofe modified amendment No. 3867,
in the nature of a substitute.

Reed amendment No. 4775 (to amendment
No. 3867), to modify effective dates relating
to the Assistant Secretary of the Air Force
for Space Acquisition and Integration and
the Service Acquisition Executive of the De-
partment of the Air Force for Space Systems
and Programs.

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
ROSEN). The majority leader is recog-
nized.

SENATE AGENDA

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
begin this morning with some good
news. I am happy to say that last night
I reached an agreement with Leader

chairs of the House Appropriations
Committee and the Senate Appropria-
tions Committee on a continuing reso-
lution that will keep the Federal Gov-
ernment funded through mid-February
of next year.

This is a good compromise that al-
lows an appropriate amount of time for
both parties in both Chambers to finish
negotiations on appropriations. As I
said, this is a good compromise that al-
lows an appropriate amount of time for
both parties in both Chambers to finish
negotiations on appropriations.

This morning, the House will start
the process to take up this government
funding measure, and we hope they can
have it passed through their Chamber
by the end of today.

Unfortunately, it seems Republican
dysfunction could be a roadblock to
averting an unnecessary and dangerous
government shutdown. Democrats and
most Republicans, including the Re-
publican leader, have said they don’t
want to see a Republican shutdown. We
hope cooler heads will prevail.

Just as we saw with the NDAA, a few
individual Republican Senators appear
determined to derail this important
legislation because of their opposition
to the President’s lifesaving vaccine
guidelines critical to healing our coun-
try in the middle of a pandemic.

Let’s be clear: If there is a shutdown,
it will be a Republican anti-vaccine
shutdown. Democrats want to get the
government funded as soon as possible.
It was not easy to reach this deal. It
took a while to get Republican leader-
ship on board. But I am glad that we
have gotten it done. I thank my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
for working with us to find a path for-
ward.

Now all that is left are a few lone
holdouts who are raising objections
that are doomed to fail and which can
be debated elsewhere. There is no rea-
son we should have a Republican shut-
down. I have worked with the Repub-
lican leader on an agreement that will
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avoid one. Now, again, I hope cooler
heads will prevail on the other side so
we can keep the government funded be-
fore tomorrow’s deadline.

H.R. 4350

Now, Madam President, on the
NDAA, once again, Republican dys-
function—that seems to be what is
going on in the other Chamber, not by
all Republican Members but by some
who seem to run the show—the Repub-
lican show, that is. Republican dys-
function has, sadly, caused immense
damage on another routine, important,
and largely bipartisan priority, the
NDAA.

Democrats have been working in
good faith with the other side for
weeks—since before the Thanksgiving
holiday—to secure an agreement to ap-
prove our annual Defense bill. Last
night, because of the objections of one
Republican, the NDAA has, once again,
been prevented from moving forward.

As I said last night, the amendment
pushed by my colleague would cer-
tainly raise a blue slip objection in the
House and, thus, kill the entire NDAA.
Now, the Senator from Florida says
there are no blue slip issues, but this
isn’t a matter of opinion. The author-
ity here rests with the Ways and Means
Committee in the House, and they have
stated, unequivocally, that his pro-
posal would raise blue slip issues.
There is no objection to the substance
of the amendment presented by the
senior Senator from Florida, but it
simply would violate the provision in
our Constitution that requires revenue
measures to originate in the House.
Other Members had amendments with
similar issues, but they worked with
the Ways and Means Committee in the
House to resolve them because they are
the arbiter. Senator RUBIO has not
done the same.

It is unfortunate that this misguided
demand of a single Republican Senator
is preventing this important legisla-
tion to support our national security
from moving in the Senate, particu-
larly in light of the fact that so many
amendments were allowed to be offered
by Senator REED and Senator INHOFE.
The number of amendments that would
be voted on—let me repeat—would ex-
ceed the total number of amend-
ments—the total number of amend-
ments—that were allowed on the NDAA
under the 4 years of Republican leader-
ship during Donald Trump’s Presi-
dency.

So to say that we are in a process
that is unbalanced or unfair is totally
false. It is just, simply, one person
holding it up. For the sake of our
troops and our families, I hope this Re-
publican dysfunction can be addressed.

———

MEASURE PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR—S. 3299

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
understand that there is a bill at the
desk that is due for a second reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill by title for the
second time.
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The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 3299) to prohibit the Department
of Defense from discharging or withholding
pay or benefits from members of the Na-
tional Guard based on COVID-19 vaccination
status.

Mr. SCHUMER. In order to place the
bill on the calendar under the provi-
sions of rule XIV, I would object to fur-
ther proceeding.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bill will be
placed on the calendar.

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

—————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2022—Continued

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader is recognized.

GOVERNMENT SPENDING

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
two-thirds of Americans are worried
about inflation. About half of the mid-
dle class and 70 percent of low-income
families just told Gallup that rising
prices have been a personal hardship
for their households. That is why 67
percent of the American people say
that Washington needs to ‘‘cut back on
spending and printing money,” but
here in Washington, Democrats are
bound and determined to do just the
opposite. They want to try the crazy
strategy of inflating their way out of
inflation—another massive, reckless
taxing-and-spending spree.

Even the most generous estimates,
when the CBO has to swallow all—all—
of the Democrats’ accounting gim-
micks at face value, still say their pro-
posal would entail $800 billion in new
deficit spending over the next 5 years
alone—over just 5 years. Outside ex-
perts who are allowed to reject the
Democrats’ obvious budget gimmicks
find the real cost—the real cost—of
their bill would actually be close to $5
trillion. That is with a ‘‘t’—trillion
dollars. After a decade, it would in-
crease deficits by $2.8 trillion, but the
reckless pricetag, actually, isn’t the
only problem.

What is remarkable is that the
Democrats want to spend all these tril-
lions but not leave citizens with any
impressive, enduring national project
in return. There is no Hoover Dam,
Interstate Highway System, or Moon
landing on the other side of their
mountains of borrowed money—noth-
ing like that. It is just a giant catalog
of socialist mediocrity: new entitle-
ments here, new transfer programs
there, new ways to let bureaucrats run
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families’ lives, and shameless—shame-
less—goodies for specific interest
groups that support the political left—
a giant, muddled mess that would leave
families with fewer childcare choices
and higher costs, with fewer new pre-
scription drugs and cures, with higher
prices for less reliable energy. It is, lit-
erally, a reckless taxing-and-spending
spree that hurts American families and
actually—believe it or not—helps
China.

There are a lot of big, sweeping, rad-
ical changes in their proposal that
would change families’ lives dramati-
cally and entirely for the worse. But in
between the sweeping wish-fulfillment
for people who call themselves ‘‘demo-
cratic socialists,” there is also a re-
markable amount of just pure waste,
absurd—Iliterally absurd—little give-
aways, and interest group goodies. A
billion here, a billion there, and hope
the American people won’t notice if it
is buried in enough bureaucratic gib-
berish.

Here are just a few examples.

This bill would supply billions of dol-
lars to help colleges and universities
indoctrinate college students with even
more leftwing propaganda and billions
more to give them made-up PotemKkin
jobs in a make-work program they are
calling a Civilian Climate Corps—this
at a time when industries already can-
not find workers.

Their bill would set aside multiple
billions of dollars to put Federal Gov-
ernment employees, like IRS agents
and postal carriers, into brandnew elec-
tric vehicles.

Earlier this year, the Biden adminis-
tration made sure that luxury Teslas,
with a sticker price up to $97,000, were
on the list for government procure-
ment—3$97,000 per vehicle.

So working families might be having
to choose between heating costs and
new shoes for the kids. Oh, but don’t
worry, Democrats will make sure IRS
auditors can cruise around in Silicon
Valley’s finest.

Their proposal would create a huge
$29 billion slush fund that activists are
applauding as the foundation for some-
thing called—now, listen to this—a na-
tional green bank. Can you say
Solyndra on steroids? An entire bank
to finance pipe dreams that can’t earn
support out in the real economy.

Separately, they are planning to
spend multiple billions of taxpayer dol-
lars for something the liberals are call-
ing—listen to this one now—tree eaq-
uity. I will let that one speak for itself.

Of course, the Green New Deal folks
aren’t the only constituency Demo-
crats want to pay off. This reckless
taxing-and-spending spree is also de-
signed to knock out all their Christmas
shopping for trial lawyers, Big Labor
bosses, Ivy League administrators, and
blue-State millionaires, all in one fell
SWOOoD.

There is the State and local tax
carve-out, the SALT gimmick, that
would give an extra tax cut to two-
thirds of the households making a mil-
lion dollars or more a year. Perhaps to
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make sure these reckless policies get
good press, Democrats have included a
$1.6 billion bailout for the news media.
I am not making this up. We are essen-
tially talking about government wel-
fare for newsrooms—for newsrooms. All
this, and it goes on and on and on.

There is a new special tax break for
rich universities’ massive endow-
ments—hundreds of millions of dollars
to overhaul kids’ school lunch menus,
including making sure they are ‘‘cul-
turally appropriate.” I guess they want
to make sure that children’s cafeteria
trays are sufficiently woke.

And goodness knows they couldn’t
skip over Big Labor. So the Democrats’
plan would let working Americans’
above-the-line tax deduction for chari-
table contributions expire—that goes
away—but they would replace it with a
brandnew deduction that only applies
to union dues.

And then there is pure pork of the
old-school kind. The Speaker of the
House tried to sneak in hundreds of
millions of dollars for a special park in
San Francisco. And the Senate Demo-
cratic leader has spent much trying to
double the bill’s funding for public
housing so the chronically mismanaged
authority in his hometown could get
$40 billion to clean up its messes.

There is even what appears to be a
$33 million kickback that is largely for
one Democratic Congressman whose
vote Speaker PELOSI literally had to
lock down. Out of nowhere, one mostly
dormant government Commission that
is important to this particular Demo-
crat’s district gets a funding increase
of 13,000 percent—13,000 percent. You
heard that right, a funding increase of
13,000 percent. What a terrific coinci-
dence for this particular Democratic
House Member.

So take a step back. Our colleagues’
proposal isn’t some big national leap
into the 21st century; it is an endless—
endless—hodgepodge of this nonsense:
partisan back-scratching, interest
group giveaways, and shameless—
shameless—waste. And through tax
hikes and inflation, working American
families will foot the bill.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

BUREAU OF PRISONS

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, it
has been a great source of debate over
the past couple of years over a very
basic question: How was Jeffrey Ep-
stein able to take his own life in Fed-
eral prison on August 10, 2019?

Last week, we found some answers in
the New York Times. It pointed out a
series of stunning failures within the
Bureau of Prisons.

According to the Times: ‘“The newly
obtained records offer no support to
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the explosion of conspiracy theories
that Mr. Epstein’s death was not a sui-
cide. . . . But they do paint a picture of
incompetence and sloppiness by some
within the Bureau of Prisons.”

That incompetence and sloppiness
was evident from the moment Jeffrey
Epstein entered the Metropolitan Cor-
rectional Center. On his intake screen-
ing form, Mr. Epstein was described as
“‘a Black male,” with no prior record of
sex offense convictions. A b5-second
Google search would tell you that not
only was Jeffrey Epstein White, he was
one of the most notorious sex traf-
fickers in recent history.

And what about the night he died? He
had already attempted suicide in the
weeks leading up to his death, so you
would think that the officials in the
Bureau of Prisons would keep close
watch over this potentially suicidal in-
mate.

In fact, the opposite happened. Jef-
frey Epstein was left alone,
unmonitored, in his cell. The two offi-
cers on duty were allegedly dozing off
and scrolling on their phones. And the
next morning, Epstein was found dead
with a bed sheet tied around his neck.
Because of these failures, the survivors
of Epstein’s despicable crimes will
never get to see him brought to justice.

Six months after Epstein died,
former Attorney General Bill Barr
handpicked Michael Carvajal to lead
the Bureau of Prisons. It could have
been a new beginning for the Bureau, a
chance to get to the bottom of widely
publicized neglect and mismanage-
ment—and to hold the appropriate par-
ties accountable. But that fresh start
never came because, since day one, Di-
rector Carvajal of the Bureau of Pris-
ons has shown no intention of reform-
ing that institution.

Consider the case of the warden who
ran the Metropolitan Correctional Cen-
ter the night Jeffrey Epstein died. How
did Director Carvajal respond to that
warden’s failure of leadership? Well, if
you can imagine it, he actually re-
warded him. Director Carvajal ap-
pointed the same warden to lead a dif-
ferent facility, the largest Federal pris-
on in the United States: FCI Fort Dix
in New Jersey.

And it seems that warden hasn’t
learned any lessons in leadership since
Mr. Epstein’s death. Last month, an in-
mate in FCI Fort Dix was attacked
from behind and stabbed in the eye.

These are not isolated incidents. For
years, the Bureau of Prisons has been
plagued by corruption, chronic under-
staffing, and misconduct by high-rank-
ing officials. And in the nearly 2 years
since Director Carvajal took control of
the Bureau, he has failed to address the
mounting crises in our Nation’s Fed-
eral prison system.

It is far past time for new, reform-
minded leadership in the Bureau of
Prisons.

A few weeks ago, the Associated
Press published a breathtaking inves-
tigation into the Bureau. They con-
cluded that it is a ‘“‘hotbed of abuse,
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graft and corruption, and has turned a
blind eye to employees accused of mis-
conduct.”

Since 2019, more than 100 Federal
prison workers have been arrested for,
charged with, or convicted of crimes,
including sexual abuse, murder, and in-
troducing contraband into the prison.
Altogether, these crimes account for
two-thirds of +the criminal cases
against all Department of Justice per-
sonnel, even though BOP employees
comprise less than a third of the work-
force.

I want to share a few of the stories
from the Associated Press report. At
one Federal prison in Mississippi, an
official responsible for investigating
the misconduct of other staff members
was arrested for his own misconduct.
He was not only accused of stalking
and harassing his fellow employees, but
he was allowed to remain in his posi-
tion. He was even authorized to con-
tinue investigating one of his accusers.

In California, a warden of a Federal
women’s prison was arrested and in-
dicted earlier this year for molesting
an inmate. He even kept lewd photos of
the victim on his government-issued
cell phone. He allegedly told the
woman that she shouldn’t even try to
report the assault because he was
“‘close friends’” with the official who
would investigate it.

The list goes on. It is a recurring pat-
tern of misconduct by officials within
the Bureau of Prisons who believe they
can abuse inmates and break the law
with impunity. In some cases, that is
exactly what they have done.

The details in the AP investigation
are shocking. And for those of us who
have been following Director Carvajal’s
tenure, they are the latest disturbing
examples of failed leadership.

Time and again, he has categorically
failed to uphold his chief responsibility
as Director. And what is that responsi-
bility? Protecting the health and safe-
ty of inmates and correctional officers.

Today, the Bureau suffers from
chronic and significant understaffing.
Director Carvajal has failed to contain
outbreaks of COVID-19, which has led
to tens of thousands of inmates and
staff contracting the virus. And when
it comes to reforming our Federal pris-
on system, he has failed.

In 2018, congressional Democrats and
Republicans came together on an over-
whelmingly bipartisan basis to enact
the FIRST STEP Act. It was a historic
piece of reform legislation to create
new pathways for prison inmates to
better themselves while they serve
their time, so they can return to soci-
ety once released.

Nearly 3 years later, the Bureau of
Prisons still hasn’t implemented most
of these reforms.

One example, under the FIRST STEP
Act, low-risk inmates are eligible to
earn time credits, reducing their sen-
tences. They do this by completing pro-
grams designed to prevent them from
committing another crime.

Last month, the inspector general at
the Department of Justice found that
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the Bureau of Prisons has not applied
these earned time credits to any of the
approximately 60,000 eligible inmates.

Now the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, which I chair, is charged with
overseeing the Bureau of Prisons. We
have tried to get answers from Director
Carvajal and his team. We have repeat-
edly requested information.

We have asked for details about the
inmate banking system. Now, there is
a heck of a story. It purportedly has
little oversight by the Bureau of Pris-
ons, has allowed inmates to avoid pay-
ing child support and restitution to
crime victims and other obligations.

The Bureau reportedly allowed Larry
Nassar, the so-called doctor who
abused hundreds of young gymnasts be-
fore he was sentence to life in prison,
to spend thousands of dollars from his
Bureau of Prisons account on himself
but pay only $300 toward the debt he
owes his victims.

The Bureau has delayed responding
to our questions—or just flatout ig-
nored them.

It is past time to replace Director
Carvajal. This can’t wait any longer.
The Associated Press’s investigation
shows us that lives are literally at
stake.

I know Attorney General Garland un-
derstands the urgency. I am calling on
him today to move immediately to dis-
miss Director Carvajal and to bring
real reform to the Bureau of Prisons.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MUR-
PHY). The Senator from Texas.

CHINA

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, in my
lifetime, the People’s Republic of
China has gone from a poor and iso-
lated country to one that now accounts
for 20 percent of global domestic prod-
uct. There is no question that the driv-
ing force behind this dramatic shift is
the ruthlessness of the Chinese Com-
munist Party led by President Xi. The
CCP’s ruling strategy can best be de-
scribed as win at all costs, which
means that China never thinks twice
about disregarding basic values and
international norms. But there is no
question that the most immediate and
grave threats are against countries
close to China’s borders.

Last month, I led a congressional del-
egation to visit the Indo-Pacific to
learn more from the people on the
ground doing the hard work about the
challenges they face and that we face
in the Indo-Pacific. In my conversa-
tions with leaders in the Philippines,
Taiwan, and India, I noticed they used
a different vocabulary to describe Chi-
na’s behavior than what we hear in
Washington, DC. They didn’t just talk
about China’s ambitions; they warned
of its threats of aggression. They didn’t
just share concerns about China’s uni-
fication with Taiwan; they spoke of the
potential for an invasion. They didn’t
just bring up human rights abuses;
they condemned the blatant genocide
committed against the Uighurs and
other ethnic minorities in China.
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Words matter, of course, and the soft
lexicon that is often used to describe
the Chinese Communist Party and the
People’s Republic of China here in the
United States and particularly inside
the beltway has the potential to create
a false impression about China’s objec-
tives, and it plays right into their
hands.

I think we should not continue to
downplay the risks to the global world
order and to peace itself by what China
is doing. This isn’t just a government
interested in competing with the
United States and other countries by
playing by the rules of the inter-
national order; the Chinese Communist
Party is an aggressive, even belligerent
and hostile power that has made eco-
nomic gains through stealing intellec-
tual property and other activities that
belie its stated ambitions to become
part of the liberal world order.

For example, it squashes opposition
by committing genocide against its
own people and muzzling—even mur-
dering—dissidents. China has literally
become a police state, where the vol-
umes of data that they have vacuumed
up in that country and the ubiquitous
technical surveillance that is mainly
cameras that chronicle every aspect of
the lives of their citizens and the use of
things like artificial intelligence have
allowed them to essentially control ev-
erything that does go on in China. And
these are the same tools that they in-
tend to use on other parts of the world.

We know China has spent a lot of
money developing its military re-
sources. It has come a long way, while
the United States and other countries
were focused post-9/11 on the Global
War on Terror. While we were focused
on the Middle East, the PRC and the
CCP wasted no time in rebuilding their
capabilities from a military stand-
point.

And they are now aggressively claim-
ing other parts of the region, not just
Taiwan, but contested islands in the
South China Sea that are claimed by
Japan, by the Philippines, and other
countries as well.

Well, as I mentioned, one of the
greatest looming threats in the region
is a potential invasion of Taiwan by
the People’s Republic of China.

Of course, as you can see, Taiwan is
just a small island of about 24 million
people, just off the coast of mainland
China. It is not much larger than the
State of Maryland.

In every possible way you can imag-
ine, Taiwan is a stark contrast with
China. For one, it is a true democracy.
Voters go to the polls with the con-
fidence that the election results are
not predetermined. Successful busi-
nesses—and there are many of them—
are built on good old-fashioned hard
work, not government favoritism. And
the people in Taiwan—the Republic of
China—enjoy the same freedoms that
we do here in the United States: free-
dom of speech, freedom of press, free-
dom of religion, and freedom of assem-
bly.
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Taiwan has been a self-governing en-
tity for more than 70 years, but the
Chinese Communist Party falsely as-
serts that the island republic is part of
its territory. Indeed, Taiwan faces
China as the last outpost of democracy,
standing watch against
authoritarianism.

Our congressional delegation met
with the commander of the Indo-Pa-
cific Command who described the cur-
rent power dynamic rather succinctly.
He said it is not a question of if China
moves on Taiwan, but a question of
when.

Indeed, the language we heard from
our military leadership and others in
the region was far more urgent in
terms of the threat of the People’s Re-
public of China against Taiwan than
anything I have heard here in Wash-
ington, DC.

According to our top military lead-
ers, we have an idea how long Xi might
wait. He himself has said that he wants
to be ready by 2027. But there is abso-
lutely no guarantee that President Xi
and the Chinese Communist Party of
the People’s Republic of China—there
is no guarantee they won’t move at an-
other time of their choosing.

As I said, Taiwan is not the only na-
tion on the CCP’s list. China has terri-
torial claims against a number of its
neighbors. If you closed your eyes and
just threw a dart at this region, you
would likely hit one or more of those
contested areas. Japan, the Phil-
ippines, Vietnam, Bhutan, India—all of
those countries claim sovereign terri-
tory that is also contested and claimed
by the Chinese Communist Party of the
People’s Republic of China.

Of course, it hasn’t even been 25
years since China took control of Hong
Kong under the ‘‘one country, two sys-
tems”’ framework. China had promised
Hong Kong it would retain a high de-
gree of autonomy for at least a half a
century, but, obviously, Beijing eroded
the freedoms and independence of Hong
Kong to the point of basically hijack-
ing that city and that entity.

The Indian Minister of Foreign Af-
fairs in Delhi told our delegation that
Taiwan isn’t the problem; it is a China
problem. And I think he has a point.

In other words, what is at stake here
is much larger than the future of just
one nation. It is the entire scope of
Beijing’s power and its ambitions in
the region. Taiwan is not the final
goal. It is the next step in a quest to
reach regional dominance.

Taiwan will likely be the first target
because it has been identified by Presi-
dent Xi and the Chinese Communist
Party, but it certainly won’t be the
last. I think it would be the ultimate
in naivety, first, to think, well, this is
just about Taiwan. It is not just about
Taiwan. China will continue to threat-
en; intimidate; and, unfortunately, I
think, ultimately threaten and invade
its neighbors. And if that aggression
goes unchecked, the CCP’s power grab
will reach further and further.

Plus, I believe in the power of deter-
rence, what Ronald Reagan called
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peace through strength. Nobody wants
a military conflict in this region—no-
body.

If the CCP can attain its goals with-
out a shot being fired, they will try to
do that. They are already trying to do
that. But the fact of the matter is, if
the People’s Republic of China and the
Chinese Communist Party worked to
conduct a military invasion of Taiwan,
there are a multitude of risks of mis-
takes, miscalculations, and other dan-
gers that could lead to a larger con-
flict.

And I believe we have a responsi-
bility in the United States to make
sure, to the extent humanly possible,
that that does not happen. We want
peace, but we also want to stand up to
the kind of aggression that we are see-
ing in practice and being threatened in
the Indo-Pacific region. I believe that
countering and first confronting the
threats from the PRC is one of the
greatest national security imperatives
of our generation.

Russia, obviously, is a significant
power, mainly because it holds nuclear
weapons; but it mainly tries to find
places where the United States is hav-
ing a hard time and tries to make
those situations more challenging for
us. It doesn’t compare to the Chinese
Communist Party and the PRC in
terms of its regional ambitions, its at-
tempt to project its power and its con-
trol over the region.

We need to reorient the way that our
country views and responds to this
threat, and I believe that time is of the
essence. As I said, some people have
said that President Xi could wait until
as late as 2027 to try to take Taiwan,
but there is no guarantee that it
couldn’t happen earlier if they deem it
an opportunity to exist for them to do
S0.

The longer Beijing is treated as a
reasonable, goal-oriented country by
the international community, the more
aggressive it will become. One seem-
ingly small step we must take is to de-
scribe China’s actions with accurate
terms. We can’t do the CCP any favor
using watered-down euphemisms like
human rights abuses when what we are
really talking about is genocide. Here
in the Senate, as we know, words are
important, but those words need to be
accompanied with action.

We will soon vote on the National
Defense Authorization Act, which will
help us raise the issue and visibility of
this potential conflict and raise the op-
portunity for deterrence in response to
growing threats posed by China. We
can do good work here on the Defense
authorization bill to raise the cost to
the PRC in the event they decided to
invade Taiwan.

The Defense Authorization Act in-
cludes a bipartisan bill I introduced
with Senator DUCKWORTH called the
Taiwan Partnership Act. This bill
would establish a formal partnership
between the U.S. National Guard and
the Taiwanese defense forces to
strengthen Taiwan’s preparedness.
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Should troops need to deploy quickly
in the event of a crisis, they would be
armed with the same knowledge and
skills as our dedicated U.S. National
Guardsmen. This would also help Tai-
wan build up much of its asymmetric
defenses.

The Defense Authorization Act also
includes legislation I introduced with
Senator KING, from Maine, to ensure
that the United States and Taiwan can
improve defense interoperability.
There shouldn’t be any barriers to co-
operating on important security meas-
ures like integrated air and missile de-
fense systems.

The Defense Authorization Act in-
cludes other provisions to increase de-
fense cooperation with Taiwan and
equip the U.S. Indo-Pacific Command
with greater resources. It also ensures
that the United States will take a
stronger approach and confront the
threats being made by the Chinese
Communist Party.

This is not a partisan issue, as you
can tell. After the delegation I led to
Taipei, it was followed on by a bipar-
tisan coalition mainly from Members
of the House, and I think it is abso-
lutely critical that that spirit of bipar-
tisanship and the reality of bipartisan-
ship continues to exist when it comes
to the threat posed by the People’s Re-
public of China and the Chinese Com-
munist Party.

I appreciate colleagues on both sides
of the aisle who have championed the
provisions I mentioned and those who
may have other ideas about how we can
deter acts of aggression, not only
against Taiwan but against other coun-
tries in the region when it comes to
disputed islands and other territory.

I want to thank Chairman REED,
Ranking Member INHOFE, and our col-
leagues on the Armed Services Com-
mittee for all the work they have put
into this bill so far. One of our most
solemn responsibilities is to provide for
the common defense, and this is the
best way to ensure that our national
defense is prepared to meet the chal-
lenges on the horizon.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

NOMINATION OF JEROME POWELL

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, Jerome
Powell was a better choice for Federal
Reserve Chair than Lael Brainard, but
that alone is not a good enough reason
to confirm Chairman Powell for a sec-
ond term. Chairman Powell has pre-
sided over a series of failures at the
Fed, while the Fed’s actions during his
tenure have harmed working-class
Americans and worsened inequality.
The Senate should not support his re-
nomination.

The core mission of the Federal Re-
serve from the very beginning has been
to foster stable prices and ensure a
sound currency. No one—no one—can
seriously argue that the Fed has ac-
complished this mission under Mr.
Powell’s leadership. After years of
reckless policy and months of obfusca-
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tion, inflation now exceeds 6 percent,
the highest rate of inflation in 30
years—the highest rate of inflation in
30 years.

An inflationary economy rewards
will-be speculators and the holders of
large assets and debts like, for in-
stance, the Federal Government or
giant corporations, but it ruins respon-
sible citizens who are just trying to
save for their retirements or maybe
their kids’ colleges.

In the worst-case scenario, the value
of money can collapse, endangering so-
ciety itself. In less catastrophic but
still serious conditions, Americans who
have played by the rules for many
years, responsibly working and saving,
see the value of their money slowly
erode over time.

Nearly half of all Americans have no
exposure whatsoever to the stock mar-
ket, not a single stock or mutual fund
or pension—no exposure to the stock
market. Their money is usually held in
low-interest checking accounts, sav-
ings accounts, certificates of deposit,
and cash. The Fed’s extreme low-inter-
est-rate policy means their thrift and
prudence earns them nothing. In fact,
it sets them back every day with this
inflationary spiral. Money outside the
stock market loses value every day
when inflation is at 30-year highs and
interest rates are near record lows.

Likewise, 6 percent inflation has to-
tally wiped out any nominal wage
gains for workers. In fact, inflation-ad-
justed weekly earnings are down 1.6
percent compared with a year ago. Real
inflation-adjusted wages are down from
last year when employers across the
country report shortages of workers.
That is because inflation is eating
away at all those wage gains. And
there is no guarantee that inflation at
6 percent is the ceiling.

Still, the Fed has refused to change
course even as prices rose on every-
thing from groceries to gasoline. Chair-
man Powell insisted for months that
the pain was only ‘‘temporary’ or
“transitory.” According to so-called
“‘experts,” inflation would simply van-
ish once Pete Buttigieg sorted out the
supply chains and we got the Delta var-
iant under control. But after months of
skyrocketing prices, Chairman’s Pow-
ell’s confidence looks not only mis-
placed and misinformed but reckless.

This week, Mr. Powell admitted that
he would retire—retire—the word
“transitory,” the very word he helped
popularized. If only American families
could so easily retire the devastating
effects of inflation on their monthly
budgets.

Mr. Powell has directly contributed
to this inflation. He has maintained
the Fed’s so-called emergency mone-
tary policies a decade after the emer-
gency of the financial crisis had ended.
That means the Fed had already ex-
hausted the normal tools of monetary
policy when the pandemic hit last
spring. It had to prop up the economy
through unprecedented levels of gov-
ernment intervention. These policies,
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while perhaps justified for a very brief
period of uncertainty in the spring of
2020—very brief—policies which in-
cluded huge purchases of government
bonds, mortgage debt, and corporate
debt—but they were not justified after
that, just as they weren’t justified be-
fore it, even as the Fed was continuing
unparalleled levels of quantitative eas-
ing.

As a result, the Fed’s balance sheet
has ballooned to $9 trillion, and it con-
tinues to grow by more than $100 bil-
lion a month. Nine trillion dollars. Let
me put that in perspective. The Fed’s
balance sheet after the financial crisis
barely surpassed $2 trillion.

The chief result of these policies dur-
ing the pandemic has been to boost
asset prices, especially the stock mar-
ket valuations of giant corporations.
But the price of these gains has been
inflation, which especially harms
working-class Americans. After releas-
ing a torrent of cash into the economy,
it is no surprise that prices are rising
in this flood of cheap money.

This week, Chairman Powell testified
that he might—he might—unwind
these policies a little faster than pre-
viously planned, but even if the Fed
follows through—and I will believe it
when I see it after the last many years
of radical emergency monetary pol-
icy—it will still be too little, too late.

The simple fact is, the Fed, under
Chairman Powell’s 1leadership, has
forced millions of American families to
choose whether to pay the mortgage or
feed their families or fill up their gas
tanks, heat their homes, or maybe buy
a couple of extra Christmas presents.
That is failure.

While inflation is the Fed’s worst
failure under Chairman Powell, it is
not their only failure. At a time when
they cannot achieve their core mission
of price stability, they are adopting an-
cillary missions like ‘‘woke” activism
at the Fed. The Fed has joined an
international effort devoted to ‘‘green-
ing”’ the financial system, whatever
that means. Fed branches around the
country are even spreading critical
race theory, claiming that terms like
“Founding Fathers” and ‘‘blacklist”
are ‘‘biased’’ and sharing radical mate-
rials that claim that—this is a direct
quote from some of the materials that
Fed branches have shared—‘‘race-neu-
tral policies uphold racism.” Think
about that. The Fed’s core mission is
to maintain price stability. While they
fail on that mission, they are teaching
their employees that race-neutral poli-
cies are racist.

We might chuckle and shake our
heads and have a good laugh when this
kind of nonsense happened at Bard Col-
lege or some other college campus, but
now it is happening at the Nation’s
central bank, which plays a role in de-
termining whether we end up rich or
poor. This mission creep is alarming,
especially when the Fed is failing to
fulfill its core mission.

I know many people have made ex-
cuses for the Fed, and they defended
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Mr. Powell’s tenure. They said infla-
tion was not his fault or primarily the
Fed’s fault. But it is true the Demo-
crats have been spending trillions of
dollars this year we don’t have. But, as
Bill Parcells said about NFL teams,
you are what your record says you are.
The Fed’s record is 6 percent inflation,
the worst inflation in 30 years.

Most Americans live in a world of ac-
countability and consequences, the
lack of which is one of the things they
hate most about Washington. Failure
in Washington is too often rewarded.
The Fed has manifestly failed during
Chairman Powell’s tenure, further
skewing our economy in favor of the
wealthy while the working class suf-
fers. There have to be consequences for
this kind of failure. Jerome Powell is
not the right choice to continue to lead
the Federal Reserve.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SENATE AGENDA

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I
come to the floor today to talk about
the Defense bill that is currently be-
fore the Senate and note that the ma-
jority leader this morning made some
mention and some complaints about
substantive, timely, and important
amendments that are being offered by
my colleagues. He was particularly agi-
tated, it seems, about an amendment
dealing with communist China.

Well, the U.S. Senate has a lot of
work to do by the end of the year. We
need to fund the government. We need
to prevent a shutdown. We need to deal
with the debt ceiling. Democrats are
going to need to lift that. We need to
make sure that our troops are funded
and that we deal with the Defense bill.
These are some of the important issues
that are before the Senate.

Yet, here we are, near the end of the
year, scrambling to get it all done in
just a couple of weeks—no way to run
the U.S. Senate. We haven’t had an ap-
propriations bill brought to the floor
all year, and the Defense bill has been
sitting in limbo for months.

The Armed Services Committee actu-
ally finished marking up this bill in
July. It is a bipartisan bill. It passed
the vote in the committee by 23 to 3.
Things don’t get a lot more bipartisan
than that.

So, typically, the Senate starts
working on the Defense bill and then
negotiates over the next couple of
months. We start in June. But, instead,
we have gone months and months and
months.

We have seen the disastrous collapse
and fall and withdrawal in Afghani-
stan, and yet no Defense bill to the
floor of the U.S. Senate.
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So what did the Democrats try to do
instead?

Well, they pushed a very partisan
agenda and brought to the floor two
bills on election takeovers. And the
Democrats also seem to be very ob-
sessed with their own bill. They want
to call it Build Back Better, something
like that. I will tell you, it is a bill
that is going to break the backs of
American families.

So now here we are, just at the dead-
line, and the majority leader is finally
getting around to dealing with a bill
that has to do with supporting the
troops. It seems to me that is like a
kid with a term paper that is due to-
morrow. It is the night before, and
they are going to start writing the
term paper.

Well, if you want to get it right, it
takes a longer process than that. It is
a long process, generally, because it is
that important for the Nation. Every
Senator wants to be involved.

Yet, through the procrastination by
the majority leader, the Defense bill
has been delayed.

Now, I have made the case that,
frankly, national security has been a
very low priority of this President and
this administration and the majority
party in the House and in the Senate.
And the reason I say that, exhibit A, is
the fact that the budget that President
Biden proposed when he came into of-
fice—and let’s be frank. The budget he
proposed was a massive, supersizing of
the size of the Federal Government—
more money for this, more money for
that, more money for everything ex-
cept for two items alone. Only two
items in the entire Federal budget
came in to grow at a rate less than in-
flation—Iless than inflation.

Now, what were those two items? De-
fense and homeland security. That tells
me how this administration prioritizes
the role of our Nation’s security for
our country.

So, finally, we have gotten to work
on this bill, and there are some con-
cerns because amendments need to be
voted on, debated, brought to this
floor.

I have introduced an amendment
with the ranking member of the For-
eign Relations Committee to sanction
the Nord Stream 2 pipeline. There is bi-
partisan agreement that that pipeline
needed to be sanctioned, and we have
been fighting for that together in a bi-
partisan way through multiple admin-
istrations.

This is Vladimir Putin’s pipeline to
which Joe Biden has given the stamp of
approval. It is a weapon that Putin is
going to be using to hold half of Europe
hostage. And under what this adminis-
tration has been doing on energy—pe-
nalizing American energy production
and begging Putin to produce more and
sell it to us—this has been a jackpot
for Vladimir Putin.

Our amendment would do the right
thing and ©block this President’s
present to Vladimir Putin—a Christ-
mas present. And this is at a time with
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Joe Biden inflation that we have many
Americans worrying if they are going
to even be able to afford to buy Christ-
mas presents. This is no time for our
Nation to give this present to Vladimir
Putin.

The Republican Senator from Ohio
has introduced an important amend-
ment to provide lethal aid to Ukraine.
Vladimir Putin has 100,000 troops right
now staged on the border with Ukraine.
We ought to stand by Ukraine and pass
that amendment.

The Senator from Montana has an
amendment to block Joe Biden from
sending $400,000 to the families of ille-
gal immigrants. An open border is a
threat to our national security, and
these payments would cause a mad
rush if not a stampede to the country
and into the country, the way the bor-
der has been left open.

There are lots of important amend-
ments, and we ought to be having a fair
and open debate. This is supposed to be
the greatest deliberative body in the
world, and yet the majority leader has
tried to cut off debate on some of the
most important issues facing our Na-
tion.

Why? Because we can hear the clock
ticking, that is why. He has dragged
his feet for months, and now, he wants
to force us into a mad dash to close
this.

Look, it is a disservice to our troops.
It is a disservice to our allies. It is a
disservice to the people of our Nation.

And yet, this morning, the majority
leader is pointing his finger. He came
to the floor. He attacked Republicans.

We didn’t make him delay this bill
for month after month after month.
This is a choice that the majority lead-
er has made.

It does seem that the other Demo-
crats have basically higher priorities
than our Nation’s defense: election
takeovers, new entitlements, amnesty
for illegal immigrants.

It is no way to govern, no way to
make important decisions, no way to
run the U.S. Senate.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

NOMINATION OF BRIAN EDDIE NELSON

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I urge
my colleagues to join me in confirming
Brian Nelson to serve as Under Sec-
retary for Terrorism and Financial
Crimes at the Department of Treasury.

Mr. Nelson is highly qualified. He has
had years of dedicated public service to
our country.

BEarly in his career, he clerked for
two distinguished Federal judges. He
served in the National Security Divi-
sion at the Department of Justice, first
as special counsel to the Assistant At-
torney General for National Security,
later as the Division’s Deputy Chief of
Staff.

In these roles, Mr. Nelson supported
the development, the implementation,
the coordination, and the review of
U.S. intelligence, counterintelligence,
counterterrorism, and national secu-
rity policies.
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He went to work for the California
Department of Justice, where he served
as special assistant attorney general
and then as general counsel to then-at-
torney general, now-Vice President
HARRIS.

He worked to combat threats like
human and drug trafficking by pros-
ecuting international criminals, starv-
ing them of their financial resources.

As Under Secretary, Mr. Nelson will
be responsible for protecting our finan-
cial system from terrorists, from rogue
states, money launderers, weapons
proliferators, and other criminals who
threaten our national security.

His nomination is another example of
the Biden administration’s serious—
underline ‘‘serious’—efforts to protect
both our economy and our national se-
curity.

He would take on this job at a crit-
ical time for protecting our country’s
national security, as we work to re-
build alliances abroad, while threats of
domestic terrorism are on the rise at
home.

Treasury’s Office of Terrorism and
Financial Intelligence is one of the cor-
nerstones of our country’s efforts. That
is the importance of this nomination of
Mr. Nelson, one of our country’s efforts
to combat terrorist financing here and
around the world.

The FBI Director recently testified
that racially motivated and anti-gov-
ernment extremists are likely to be the
biggest domestic threat this year and
in 2022.

Think about that. The FBI Director
testified that racially motivated and
anti-government extremists—and we
remember that day so well just 10
months ago—11 months ago. They are
the likely biggest domestic threats to
our country this year and next year.

Mr. Nelson will be the first African
American serving in this important na-
tional security position. When we have
people in these roles who reflect the
country they serve, we get better, more
competent government.

That is what always flummoxes me
about hiring practices in this body and
around the country. When you hire
people that don’t necessarily look like
you, you get a better office that under-
stands different perspectives. It under-
stands better the way this country
works and helps us to better serve the
people whom we serve.

Unfortunately, we have seen far too
many of this administration’s nomi-
nees held up for months in the nomina-
tions process. You just heard an exam-
ple of that in the speech right before
me; not because of their background,
experience, and qualifications—those
are unquestioned in Mr. Nelson—but
for reasons completely unrelated to
that nomination.

That is what has happened here. It is
the kind of partisan posturing the
American people hate. Blocking crit-
ical national security and other policy
nominees for months over unrelated
policy issues is counterproductive; it is
misguided; and it is wrong for our
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country. Going after human traf-
ficking, going after drug trafficking,
going after international criminals of
all kinds isn’t a partisan issue; it is
something my Republican colleagues
and I work together on all the time. So
let’s come together today and confirm
Mr. Nelson, who is exceptionally well
qualified.

He is joined today by his wife and his
son.

I urge this body to support Mr. Nel-
son’s nomination, getting in place
right away an important part of our
national security team.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. President, under the agreement
reached by the two leaders on Novem-
ber 16, the Senate will now vote on con-
firmation of the Nelson nomination.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume
consideration of the Nelson nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Brian Eddie
Nelson, of California, to be Under Sec-
retary for Terrorism and Financial
Crimes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the Nelson nomination?

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ator is necessarily absent: the Senator
from South Dakota (Mr. THUNE).

The result was announced—yeas 50,
nays 49, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 474 Ex.]

YEAS—50

Baldwin Hickenlooper Reed
Bennet Hirono Rosen
Blumenthal Kaine Sanders
Booker Kelly Schatz
Brown King Schumer
Cant}vell Klobuchar Shaheen
gardm Eeahy Sinema

arper ujan Smith
Casey Manchin Stabenow
Coons Markey Tester
Cortez Masto Menendez
Duckworth Merkley Van Hollen
Durbin Murphy Warner
Feinstein Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Padilla Whitehouse
Heinrich Peters Wyden

NAYS—49

Barrasso Collins Fischer
Blackburn Cornyn Graham
Blunt Cotton Grassley
Boozman Cramer Hagerty
Braun Crapo Hawley
Burr Cruz Hoeven
Capito Daines Hyde-Smith
Lassidy Ernst Inhofe
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NOT VOTING—1
Thune

The nomination was confirmed.

(Mr. LUJAN assumed the Chair.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER
KING). The majority leader.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the motion to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon table and the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

MOTION TO DISCHARGE

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, pursu-
ant to S. Res. 27, the Senate Judiciary
Committee being tied on the question
of reporting, I move to discharge the
Senate Judiciary Committee from fur-
ther consideration of the nomination of
Rachael S. Rollins, of Massachusetts,
to be United States Attorney for the
District of Massachusetts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the provisions of S. Res. 27, there will
now be up to 4 hours of debate on the
motion, equally divided between the
two leaders or their designees, with no
motions, points of order, or amend-
ments in order.

Mr. SCHUMER. For the information
of all Senators, we expect the vote on
the motion to discharge to occur later
this afternoon.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

VACCINE MANDATE

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, this always
happens near the kick-the-can funding
deadlines that we are now approaching.
There is controversy surrounding what
will and what will not make it into the
continuing resolution; that is, the leg-
islation funding the government for a
finite period of time upon the expira-
tion of a spending period.

In the House of Representatives, the
debate and controversy continued late
into last night, and may well still con-
tinue later today.

Here in the Senate, there are a num-
ber of Senators, including me, who are
not inclined to give consent to expedite
a funding measure that supports and
funds President Biden’s unconstitu-
tional and sweeping vaccine mandate
without holding a vote on that man-
date and whether we should fund that
part of government charged with en-
forcing it.

Now, to be very clear about all of
this, Senator SCHUMER, as the majority
leader, could have done this without
our help if he had started this process
weeks ago or even days ago. He could
have held votes and passed this resolu-
tion without needing to ask for the
help of those of us who feel this way,
who are not inclined to help him do it.

Senator SCHUMER is in a bind, due to
his own delay and his own denial. He is
asking all of us to help him.

Now, I have offered a very simple so-
lution, a very reasonable solution. I am

(Mr.
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not asking that a poison pill or a pet
project be included, no. I am not ask-
ing for dramatic reforms or draconian
cuts. Far from it. I just want to vote on
one amendment. I want the Members of
this body to go on record on whether
they support funding—in this bill—
President Biden’s vaccine mandate.

The American people have a right to
know, through our votes, where we
stand and where we stand in connec-
tion with this bill, on a germane
amendment—one that pertains to that,
a simple up or down, yes or no—simple
majority vote. That is all I am asking.

Let me first explain a little bit about
the recent history of this situation.
While those involved in this effort have
been accused by many in elected office
and in the press of brinksmanship, we
have been nothing but consistent and
clear and open about our position for
weeks now—in fact, for a month.

On November 3, a group of Senators—
15 of us, in fact—declared our inten-
tions, sending this letter to Senator
SCHUMER. And in this letter, we made
very clear that we will ‘‘not support—
and will use all means at our disposal
to oppose—legislation that funds or in
any way allows the enforcement of
President Biden’s employer vaccine
mandate.”

Now, 15 Senators have signed this
letter. And there it is right there in
black and white—the words that I just
read in that letter from a month ago.
The letter—again, written back at the
beginning of November—specifically
mentions this funding deadline—the
one we are now approaching; the one
that is hitting us tomorrow night—as
one for Senator SCHUMER and our col-
leagues to be aware of that we made
our intentions clear. We did so out of
courtesy to the majority leader and to
those we represent: to the American
people, those who will be affected by
these matters.

And now, as a matter of political
convenience, he and others are saying
‘“‘their unwillingness to come to the
table,”” which is the reason we are now
approaching the deadline without an
agreement, somehow amounts to an
act of brinksmanship on our part.

That portrayal is disingenuous, and
it is wrong. After running out the
clock, knowingly, deliberately not
coming to the table to negotiate, and
ignoring our clear, public position,
Senator SCHUMER is now accusing us of
wanting to shut down the government
because we refuse to help him cram
through a bill that we have already ex-
plicitly stated we are against. We are
providing every opportunity to avoid a
shutdown, and all we ask for is a sim-
ple up-or-down vote.

Now, I stand by the commitment I
made not to support or grant consent
to pass or expedite a measure that
funds, supports, or allows for the en-
forcement of the President’s vaccine
mandates.

Now, it is true that the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit has issued
an order halting enforcement of the
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OSHA mandate, and that OSHA has
temporarily halted the enforcement of
that particular mandate. That does not
in any way remove our obligation here
in Congress to protect our Constitu-
tional role and to prevent unconstitu-
tional measures, laws, and regulations
from afflicting the American people.

We still don’t know the final out-
come of that litigation. In any event,
we have an independent responsi-
bility—constitutionally and morally—
to make sure that what we do here has
our oversight and that we don’t spend
money on things that most Americans
find abhorrent.

Each of us did, in fact, swear an oath
to the Constitution, and the Constitu-
tion does not grant the Federal Gov-
ernment the authority to implement a
mandate of this sort. It just doesn’t.
You can search it; you will not find
that authority. The Constitution cer-
tainly does not grant the President of
the United States the authority to im-
plement such a mandate without the
explicit authorization of the people’s
elected lawmakers in Congress.

Make no mistake, this mandate is
not only immoral; it is also unconsti-
tutional. For that reason alone, I must
oppose it.

But the harms certainly don’t stop
with the damage that is being done to
our constitutional order. Millions of
Americans are at risk of losing their
jobs due to this mandate. While court
orders are offering at least a temporary
protection, these Americans are still
anxiously awaiting lasting protection
from Congress, and currently could re-
ceive at a moment’s notice the final ul-
timatum to be vaccinated or lose their
jobs.

In fact, in fear of the huge fines that
the Biden administration is threat-
ening against businesses that don’t
comply once the mandate is enforced,
many companies are already imposing
these requirements on their workers.

Countless businesses and hundreds of
Utahns who are at risk of closure or
dismissal have reached out to me.
Their stories are heart-wrenching.
These are good people. They are our
friends and our neighbors. They are
neighborhood businesses and American
manufacturers, mothers and fathers
trying to get by in increasingly dif-
ficult economic times. There are mil-
lions of them across the country. Over
half a million workers in Utah alone
are at risk of unemployment due to
this mandate.

As I have said each time I have spo-
ken on this, I am not against the vac-
cine. In fact, I have gotten the vaccine.
My family has gotten the vaccine. I
have encouraged people to get the vac-
cine. I am against the mandate.

I recognize that these vaccines are
protecting Americans from the harms
of COVID-19, and that the government
has no business, no authority, and no
justification to make millions of Amer-
icans second-class, unemployable pari-
ahs. Even if the Federal Government
did have that authority, which it
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doesn’t, the President of the United
States could not exercise it unilater-
ally, not without an act of Congress.

Our economic condition is increas-
ingly dire. Inflation is becoming long-
lasting. The supply chain crisis has
shown the prime value of American
workers. You know, I can’t think of a
worse time to kick them to the curb.

I want to be very clear: I don’t want
to shut down the government. The only
thing I want to shut down is Congress’s
funding enforcement of an immoral,
unconstitutional vaccine mandate.
However, if the choice is between tem-
porarily suspending nonessential func-
tions on the one hand and on the other
hand standing idle, as up to 45 million
Americans lose their jobs, their liveli-
hoods, and their ability to work, I will
stand with American workers every
time. That is not a closed question.

I stand with American workers
throughout Utah and across America. I
stand with moms and dads needing
gifts and paychecks before the holi-
days.

I stand by what I and others com-
mitted to as our word, that word given
a month ago without response. I won’t
support a continuing resolution that
funds President Biden’s grievous, im-
moral, unconstitutional vaccine man-
date, and I just want to vote on it in
connection with this spending bill. All
I am asking for is a vote. It would take
15 minutes. We could do it right now,
in fact.

If Senator SCHUMER wants to avoid
this vote so badly that he will shut
down the government rather than hold
it, he should explain why. We can fix
this situation right now. Let’s hold a
vote. Let’s hold it right now.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 8

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I am on
the floor today to ask for unanimous
consent from my colleagues to proceed
to H.R. 8, the House-passed, bipartisan,
comprehensive background checks bill.
I want to tell you why I am making
this request.

I understand the low likelihood of
success, but I hope many of my col-
leagues took a minute to watch cell
phone video from the school shooting
in Michigan yesterday—on Tuesday,
excuse me. It is absolutely terrifying
to watch in real time children fleeing
their classroom in fear that their lives
were about to be ended. One hundred 9-
1-1 calls came into the police during
the shooting. Surveillance footage re-
portedly shows the gunman entering
the bathroom with a backpack, then
exiting a minute later without the
backpack but with the handgun. He
then started firing at students. When
they started to run, he ‘“‘methodically
and deliberately” walked down the
hallway and aimed his gun into class-
rooms at students who were unable to
escape.

We think about the damage done and
the number of lives lost—four so far—
and those who were injured, but, real-
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ly, the damage is so much broader be-
cause all of those kids who fled that vi-
olence, all of those kids who now don’t
think of school as a safe place—they
are going through trauma and will go
through trauma that may take a life-
time to address. Multiply that times
millions because that is what is hap-
pening to kids all across this country
who don’t feel school is a safe place
any longer, who don’t think their
neighborhoods are a safe place any
longer, who grow up in parts of this
country in which everyday gun vio-
lence is routine. They don’t believe
they will live past the age of 25.

The damage happening across this
country is acute. It is real. It is perva-
sive. This is an epidemic of gun vio-
lence that exists in the United States
and nowhere else. The risk, though, is
that this country thinks about gun vio-
lence only when there is a mass shoot-
ing or only when there is a shooting at
a school.

On Tuesday, the same day that the
country was captivated by these terri-
fying images out of Oxford High
School, in Taylor, TX, four bodies were
found at a home in that town after an
apparent murder-suicide. Police said
that Anthony Davis, 57 years old, shot
and killed his wife, his wife’s stepchild,
and the stepchild’s romantic acquaint-
ance—four people dead in Taylor, TX.
Nobody knows about that nationally.
Nobody knows about the other 50 to 100
people who died of gun violence on
Tuesday.

This happens every single day in this
country at a rate 10 times higher than
any other country in the high-income
world. It only happens in the United
States of America. And we let it hap-
pen as a body. We let it happen as a
body because it is not that we are un-
lucky in the United States; this is a
policy choice that we make.

Let’s be honest—the reason that we
can’t get anything done in the Senate
is not because there is a disagreement
amongst our constituents about what
to do. Our constituents, Republicans
and Democrats, support measures like
universal background checks. In fact,
there is almost nothing in the political
world that enjoys such high support as
universal background checks. Eighty
percent, ninety percent of Americans—
the majority of Republicans, Demo-
crats, gun owners, non-gun oOwners—
support universal background checks.
But we can’t get it done because it
seems as if many of my colleagues here
care more about the health of the gun
industry and their profits than they do
about the health of our kids. Gun in-
dustry profits are being put ahead of
the safety of my children, of our chil-
dren.

Shooting after shooting. Republicans
in this body have refused to do any-
thing meaningful that would reduce
this pace of carnage, both in our
schools and on the streets of America.
As I said, it is not as if we don’t know
what the answer is.

Let me give you a remarkable sta-
tistic. In 2020, we saw a pretty substan-
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tial increase in violent crime all across
the country. That increase was about 5
percent, and a lot of that was gun
crime. Gun crime went up by 25 percent
during 2020. But let’s break down that
number between the States that have
universal background checks and the
States that don’t have universal back-
ground checks. There was a b-percent
overall increase in violent crime in the
United States, but in 2020, in States
that did not have and don’t have uni-
versal background checks—meaning a
criminal can get a gun at a gun show
or online without any background
check—in those States, violent crime
went up 8 percent higher than the na-
tional average. What about the States
like Connecticut that have universal
background checks, where we make
sure everybody gets a background
check before they buy a gun? In those
States, violent crime went up in 2020
by less than 1 percent. That is pretty
stunning. On a percentage basis, vio-
lent crime goes up by eight times the
level in States without universal back-
ground checks as in States with uni-
versal background checks.

I can just run through the litany of
studies that show the difference in
murder rates, in gun crime between
States that have universal background
checks and those that don’t. One of the
most recent studies from 2019, a Har-
vard study, shows a 15-percent dif-
ference. Now, that is surprising be-
cause no matter how strong Connecti-
cut’s background checks law is, States
that don’t have background checks end
up allowing people to buy guns there,
and they come into Connecticut. So
until we have a national requirement
that everybody go through a back-
ground check before, at the very least,
they buy a gun at a commercial sale,
there is nothing Connecticut can do to
make itself completely immune to the
epidemic of illegal guns.

That is why we are on the floor
today, myself, Senator BLUMENTHAL,
and Senator DURBIN, to ask our col-
leagues to pass into law a bipartisan
piece of legislation that has already
passed the House of Representatives.
This is a bill that would expand back-
ground checks to all sales in this coun-
try, with certain exceptions for trans-
fers between immediate family mem-
bers. This is a bill, as I mentioned, that
is supported by the vast majority of
Americans—one of the most popular
policy proposals that exist in this
country today. And it will save lives.

I mentioned the shooting in Texas
because one of the critiques of this pro-
posal often is, well, it wouldn’t have
stopped the last mass shooting. I don’t
claim that this proposal nor any other
proposal to change the Nation’s gun
laws will have an effect on every single
shooting, but the data is the data.
These are the statistics.

This proposal is the most impactful
when a State takes it. Universal back-
ground checks save lives, decrease gun
violence, decrease violent crimes. The
loss of life, when it is a shooting on the
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streets of New Haven, one person being
shot, that is just as shattering to the
lives of the people who love that victim
as is a mass shooting.

So I am hopeful that the Senate will
make the decision today to pass this
bill into law. I understand the chances
are slim to none that this unanimous
consent request will be adopted, but I
am at my wit’s end. I am at my wit’s
end. I am prepared to use whatever
means I have as an individual Senator
to come down here and press this case
forward.

I ask at this point, knowing the Sen-
ator from Iowa is on the floor, as if in
legislative session, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the
immediate consideration of H.R. 8, the
Bipartisan Background Checks Act of
2021, which was received from the
House; further, that the bill be consid-
ered read a third time and passed and
that the motion to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table
with no intervening action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Iowa.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Reserving the right
to object, I would like to give some re-
marks.

I want to start off with a process
question to all the 100 Senators.

Obviously, this is an important issue
with a lot of people. Democrats control
every committee in this body, and this
bill is being offered, when it could be
brought up in the committee under
regular order because they control the
agenda of, in this case, the Judiciary
Committee. So why hasn’t that come
up?

Then I would remind people that in
2013, we actually had a vote on a Grass-
ley-Cruz amendment that got the most
votes so far of any gun issues. That was
in, I think, the year 2013.

Let’s get to the issue that was
brought up today by the Senator from
Connecticut. Let me say that we have
to have real regard for the position he
takes because of the tragedy that hap-
pened in his State in 2012. Nobody is
going to justify that. If they did, they
would be crazy for trying to say that
something bad like that happened and
that it is not a crisis for everybody.

Let me start off by saying in regard
to what happened in Michigan that the
senseless tragedy we saw in that State
should not have happened. The shooter,
as we have been told, killed four and
injured others in a shocking act of vio-
lence. I cannot imagine what those
families of the victims are going
through because I guess you would
have to go through it to try to get
their feeling about it. You see it ex-
pressed on television, but it doesn’t
make the same impact on the people
who are listening that it makes on the
family of the victims.

Difficult topics require across-the-
aisle conversations, particularly when
you have to have 60 votes to get any-
thing done in this body. I would invite
my colleagues across the aisle to have
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a bipartisan conversation on this topic
and a lot of related topics to it.

Violent crime and violence at schools
are serious problems. I have supported
legislative efforts to improve the Na-
tional Instant Criminal Background
Check System, which we call NICS. For
example, I introduced the EAGLES
Act, a bipartisan bill that would help
reauthorize the U.S. Secret Service’s
National Threat Assessment Center,
where they study targeted violence and
proactively identify and manage
threats before they result in tragedies.

However, in regard to the motion be-
fore us, I have serious concerns with
the bill raised by the Senator from
Connecticut. This bill is hostile toward
lawful gun owners and lawful firearm
transactions. This will not solve the
problems that it seeks to solve.

So-called ‘‘universal” background
checks will not prevent crime and will
turn otherwise law-abiding citizens
into criminals.

I have introduced legislation, along
with Senators CRUZ and TILLIS, called
Protecting Communities and Pre-
serving the Second Amendment Act.
Our bill will be much more effective
than the underlying bill and has been
supported by a majority of the Senate
in the past.

And I think that is the same thing
that I was referring to—a vote that got
a majority but not 60 votes in 2013.

But the Democrat leadership has
blocked that approach, which I assume
that they will do again today.

This legislation, S. 1775, would reau-
thorize and improve NICS, increase re-
sources for prosecution of gun crime,
and address mental illness in the
criminal justice system, which if it had
been addressed properly in the case of
the Parkland, FL, shooting, that indi-
vidual who had been identified, I think,
somewhere between 30 and 40 times as
having very serious mental issues, if he
had been identified, he would have been
in the NICS system and not been able
to buy that gun. And that is just one
thing, mental illness being a problem.

And this legislation would also
strengthen criminal law by including
straw purchasing and illegal firearms
trafficking statutes. It does that with-
out burdening any Second Amendment
rights of Americans.

In addition, this bill would require a
commission to study and report to
Congress the underlying causes and
triggers for mass shootings. The com-
mission and study proposed could not
come at a more important time, and I
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation that I will suggest to the Sen-
ate on a UC request.

Therefore, Mr. President, I object to
the motion that you have asked UC on.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I know
the Senator has his own UC request. I
will just say two things very quickly. I
am not surprised, but still dis-
appointed, in the objection.
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I take the Senator’s advice seriously.
We need 60 votes in order to pass legis-
lation like H.R. 8 before this body, but
I think, as the Senator knows, with
Senator DURBIN’s guidance, I have been
involved in multiple rounds of talks
with Republican Senators throughout
the year about trying to find some
common ground. I think anyone who
has been part of those talks knows that
I have been willing to bend; I have been
willing to compromise. I am not going
to let the perfect be the enemy of the
good when it comes to saving lives.
And if the Senator is making an offer
to join those talks or to sit down, then
count me in.

But so far, a year into maybe the
most deadly year in my political life-
time with respect to gun violence, I
haven’t been able to find one Repub-
lican taker for a compromise on the
issue of background checks.

And then I will gladly send to the
Senator the reams of data showing
that background checks, in fact, do
make a difference. As I cited, just in
2020, we see the difference between
States that have background checks
and those that don’t.

I look forward to continuing that
conversation.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 8 AND S.

1775

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, as if
in legislative session, I would ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 62, which is S.
1775, the Protecting Communities and
Preserving the Second Amendment Act
of 2021; further, that the bill be consid-
ered read a third time and passed and
that the motion to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, let me concede
that there are some laudable pieces to
this legislation. It is not new to the
body. As Senator GRASSLEY mentioned,
this is something that has received a
vote.

But in large part, it is a massive con-
traction of the universal background
check system rather than what Ameri-
cans support, which is an expansion of
the background check system, and let
me give you just two examples.

In this legislation there would be a
change in law, such that for individuals
who are subject to psychiatric confine-
ment, the minute they leave that con-
finement, they get their gun rights re-
stored. That is not the existing law.
The existing law says that if you are so
mentally ill that you have had to be in-
patient, you don’t get those gun rights
restored unless you petition.

Second, this bill would say that for
individuals who have been judged men-
tally incompetent—this is a regulatory
term, not my term. But for individuals
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who have been determined mentally in-
competent by a Federal Government
Agency, they would have their gun
rights restored. Right now, those indi-
viduals are not allowed to possess guns,
but they would under this proposal.

So this amendment, while it has
some, I think, important pieces to it,
in large part is a pretty massive con-
traction of the number of background
checks that would be done in this coun-
try, and for that reason I would object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Iowa.

Mr. GRASSLEY. I made the request.
So there isn’t any objection, so my bill
passes?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No. Ob-
jection is heard. He did object. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Before I give up the
floor, I would like to suggest that we
can start sitting down with the Sen-
ator from Connecticut and a lot of
other Senators who are interested in
this issue, both on the Republican side
and the Democrat side, with the legis-
lation that I have suggested.

The other thing I would like to com-
ment on, just to clarify, is the Sen-
ator’s statement about the recapture of
gun rights under our bill: He is right.
But you have got to look at why those
Second Amendment rights were taken
away in the first place, and I think it
is the same principle that applies to
people that have gone through the So-
cial Security system and the people
that have gone through the VA system.
It is as simple as a little thing, that
you have got to have a third party han-
dle your finances for your family or
whatever finances you have. You have
to have a third party to do it. That
name gets put in the NICS system, and
it shouldn’t be there just because you
can’t handle your finances. That has
got nothing to do with that you ought
to be denied your Second Amendment
rights.

And so our legislation provides a
process to make sure that the due proc-
ess of the Second Amendment rights
that have been denied can be recap-
tured, so they can have the Bill of
Rights as was intended.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, 1
wish I could end this exchange on a
hopeful note. I have come here so many
times wishing that an exchange like
this one could lead to progress. And we
have offered again and again and
again—the Senator from Connecticut
on background checks, myself on red
flag or emergency risk orders, on
Ethan’s Law with safe storage, on a
myriad of proposals—to sit down with
our colleagues and engage in the kind
of constructive and positive dialogue
that Senator GRASSLEY has suggested,
and they have yielded nothing. And the
reason they have yielded nothing is es-
sentially that, unfortunately, our Re-
publican colleagues remain in the grip
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of a lobby—the gun lobby—which is
waning in its impact across the coun-
try but still maintains its grip in this
Chamber.

That is the grip we need to break.
That is the grip that will be broken
through the democratic process if the
American people have their way. And
the American people are changing in
their view.

In fact, there is now a political move-
ment. It is composed of the young peo-
ple—March for Our Lives—who suffered
in Parkland, FL, when they saw the
same kind of shooting and suffered the
same kind of trauma that those stu-
dents did in Oakland County, MI.

And again and again and again, this
tragedy has been repeated in schools
across our country. We are here again
with grief and sorrow for the lives
taken by gun violence—needlessly and
violently.

Four young people—Madisyn Bald-
win, 17; Justin Shilling, 17; Hana St.
Juliana, 14; Tate Myre, 16—were shot
multiple times, as my colleague from
Connecticut has described it in that
video, among many others trying to es-
cape.

Six other students and a teacher
were injured, and their community is
reeling from this horror—a horror of
blood and flesh and lives cut short for-
ever.

And their loved ones have joined a
club, as it has been called—a club no-
body wants to join. Nobody wants to be
admitted.

In just 12 days, just 12 days from now,
it will be the ninth anniversary of a
tragedy whose survivors joined that
club—the families of the Sandy Hook
children—20 beautiful, innocent chil-
dren and 6 dedicated, courageous edu-
cators at Sandy Hook Elementary
School in Newtown, CT.

And whenever I talk about this sub-
ject in this Chamber, I see them in the
Gallery. I see them in the Gallery on
the day that we failed. We failed by
just a handful of votes to reach the 60
that we needed to pass a background
check proposal. And one of them shout-
ed ‘‘shame.” ‘“‘Shame.” And it was
shameful and disgraceful that we failed
to act on that day.

Think of how many lives we could
have saved. You know, in this body, we
talk endlessly, and sometimes we act
in a way that can affect real lives and
real people. We could have saved real
lives and real people on that day—not
all the lives lost to gun violence, the
tens of thousands who have perished
since then, but some of them.

“When you save one life, you save
the world” is an adage in my faith. We
had it within our grasp to save lives
and to help save the world, but we
failed then, and, again today, we failed,
even with the impetus of that horror in
our minds and before us played again
and again.

And, for me, the voices of those sur-
vivors resonate. Their faces are forever
with me, as they will be for all who
knew the survivors of the Oakland, MI,
tragedy.
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They have become friends. They have
become almost members of my family,
and they relive their own tragedy when
they see what happened in these shoot-
ings.

And the trauma affects not just the
children in that school on Tuesday; it
affects children everywhere.

Somebody said to me the other day:
Do you know the three best words in
the English language these days?
“Back to normal.”

We want to go back to normal. After
a year and a half of the pandemic, we
want to go back to normal, put kids
back in school, put teachers back in
the classroom—back to normal.

We are back to normal in gun vio-
lence. In fact, we are worse than nor-
mal. We are back to normal with
school shootings because kids are back
in school, but the rate of gun violence
has, if anything, explosively increased.
This normal cannot be normalized. It
cannot be made the new normal. The
finality of evil cannot be taken for
granted.

The shame that that vote, 9 years
ago, brought to this body is a stain
that will forever haunt us and haunts
us evermore when we fail, as we did
today, to provide real action. And
there isn’t any panacea. My colleague
from Connecticut is absolutely right.
No single proposal is a solution.

And there are others that we have ad-
vanced and tried to make it a matter of
bipartisan support. Senator GRAHAM
and I have worked on a red flag or
emergency risk protection order stat-
ute that separates people from guns
when they are dangerous to themselves
or others, separates them when they
are under a protective order and they
buy those guns, or when a family mem-
ber knows they are about to commit or
take their own lives, not to mention
other people’s lives. More than half of
all the gun deaths in this country are
suicides. We can save those lives.

A large number of these deaths occur
when children are playing with guns in
their own homes because the guns have
been unsafely stored. Ethan Song was
killed in Connecticut because a parent
failed to safely store a gun. Ethan’s
Law, requiring safe storage, would save
lives.

Holding manufacturers accountable
and depriving them of sweetheart deals
that led to PLCAA—giving them im-
munity from any legal account-
ability—reversing that immunity
would help to save lives in repealing
PLCAA. There is more than one pro-
posal that we need to seriously con-
sider if we are going to have the kind
of dialogue that my colleague Senator
GRASSLEY suggested.

But the simple fact is, the House of
Representatives did its job back in
March when it passed that bipartisan
legislation to expand background
checks.

We are trying to do our job today,
seeking unanimous consent from our
colleagues to move forward on H.R. 8,
and there is no rational explanation—
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none—when the vast majority of Amer-
ican people, gun owners as well as NRA
members, all backgrounds, all walks of
life, all geographic areas, all demo-
graphic areas, support this measure.

So back to normal—we are back to
normal. We cannot tolerate this nor-
mal. And as we approach that ninth an-
niversary of the Sandy Hook Elemen-
tary School shooting—and I recall that
bleak day in December when we gath-
ered at a firehouse with parents who
were waiting to find out—waiting to
know whether their children were still
alive.

No matter what the ages of our chil-
dren—I have four—we can relive that
moment in our own minds, in our own
hearts, and we can see in this Gallery
those parents who came to speak truth
to us, speak truth to power, and who
will call us to account. The American
people should call us to account for our
failure to act today, our complicity in
those deaths. This Congress is
complicit. The Members who vote
against these measures are complicit
in the tragedies that follow.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise in
support of my Connecticut colleagues
in their effort to pass the bipartisan
background check bill, H.R. 8.

I want to thank my friends Senator
MURPHY and Senator BLUMENTHAL for
their leadership on this issue.

I am sure, as Senator BLUMENTHAL
just recounted, that tragic experience
at Sandy Hook Elementary School 9
years ago is still fresh in their minds
and motivates them to stand up, time
and again, and to speak out on behalf
of the families who lost their children
and those wonderful educators and ad-
ministrators who gave their lives that
day.

What will it take? Is there a crime
involving guns in America so horrific
that finally we will say enough?

Other countries have. Australia did.
They had a terrible shooting. They
came to the conclusion that this was
just unacceptable in their nation. They
wouldn’t let it become normal. Some
States have done that. Connecticut did
after Sandy Hook. They said our State
will be different. We are not going to
stand just idly by.

But when it comes here to Wash-
ington in this national legislature, in
this Senate, it appears there is nothing
sufficiently awful, so specifically out-
rageous that it will move us to act.

This last week, it was Oakland Coun-
ty, MI, Oxford High School. Four chil-
dren got up in the morning, blurry-
eyed, brushed their teeth, grabbed
their lunches, headed off to school—
and never came home. That was the re-
ality of this.

Senator MURPHY has said those other
students, lucky enough to survive, will
never forget that day as long as they
live. They will be telling their grand-
children about the day they had to dive
out of a window to escape this gunman
who was going through their school.
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I have always thought, of the most
terrible gun crimes that have hap-
pened—and there have been so many,
so many—Sandy Hook is the worst. I
can’t imagine a classroom of 20 first
graders and the teachers being gunned
down at their desks. Oh, my God.

For every parent and every grand-
parent, it is the worst nightmare in the
world, and it happened there—20 of
them. Certainly, many of us believed
that would be the moment that Amer-
ica would come to its senses and say:
Let’s do something. If we can’t do ev-
erything, let’s do something to show
we care. But as a national legislature,
we failed.

And the proposal that we brought to
the floor that was objected to today is
the most basic thing in the world. OK.
You have second amendment rights,
unless—unless—you have given those
up by committing a felony crime and
being convicted of it, unless you were
so mentally unstable that you
shouldn’t own a gun. That is basically
it. That is all we said. Are those unrea-
sonable? I think not. Eighty-four per-
cent of Americans happen to believe
that is a pretty sensible thing to do—84
percent. But when it comes to the U.S.
Senate, we can’t get 51 percent to vote
that way—at least not yet.

So I thank my colleagues Senator
MURPHY and Senator BLUMENTHAL for
reminding us of the terrible tragedy in
their lives and in their State just 9
yvears ago. But I will tell you that as
horrible as Sandy Hook was, 900 people
have died by gunfire in Cook County,
IL, which I represent, just this year,
and 40,000 Americans lost their lives to
guns last year. We can’t do anything
about that. They are gone.

But what about tomorrow’s victims?
What about next week’s victims? What
about the next high school? We can do
something about that, and this bill
would pass today if Republican Sen-
ators would allow it.

Let’s be very candid about this. This
is a partisan issue. It shouldn’t be.
Those gunmen—I don’t think anyone
reports their political status, and cer-
tainly the victims are not identified
that way. But in this Chamber, it is an
article of faith, political faith, that Re-
publicans won’t touch anything related
to gun safety—anything.

The bill that was objected to, pro-
posed by Senator GRASSLEY, the pro-
tecting communities bill—first, let me
say CHUCK GRASSLEY is my friend. I
mean it. I don’t just say that as polit-
ical, idle talk. He is my ranking mem-
ber on the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee. We disagree on a lot of things.
We sure do agree on a lot of things too.

The bill that he described is a step in
the wrong direction, as was mentioned
by Senator MURPHY. That bill doesn’t
fix the gaping holes in the background
check system. It makes them worse. To
say that people who have been involun-
tarily committed to a psychiatric hos-
pital can leave that hospital, walk out
the door, and buy a gun, that doesn’t
even make sense.
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You would certainly want to ask
someone, some medical expert, what is
their state of mind? Have they fully re-
covered? Are they ready? Can they
make a basic decision that we can
trust? That is not too much to ask for
those who are involuntarily committed
to a psychiatric hospital.

Unfortunately, the Grassley bill,
which we objected to, would automati-
cally restore a person’s right to buy a
gun the minute they walked out of the
hospital. The bill also wipes away the
NICS background check system for the
records of—listen—175,000 people in
this country who have been found, in
the words of the statute, ‘“mentally in-
competent.” This bill would allow
them—permit them to buy guns imme-
diately.

How can that make any sense at all?

Surely, the definition may not be the
best, but let’s work on that instead of
just saying, on a blanket basis, go out
and buy a gun if you want to.

The bill also weakens gun laws on
the books. The bill would allow gun
dealers to sell handguns directly to
people from other States. How does
that make us safer? And it would bar
the ATF from requiring gun dealers to
submit reports of multiple purchases of
long guns—a key indicator of gun traf-
ficking in many border States.

We are a long way from where we
should be, but Senator GRASSLEY has
challenged me as chairman of the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee to hold a
hearing, mark up the bill.

I accept the challenge. We may not
get to first base on this, but we are not
going to stay in the stands and in the
bleachers as Kkids are being gunned
down at Oxford High School, and we
are ‘‘celebrating’’—if that is the word—
all of the gun deaths of the past with
anniversaries that bring back bitter
memories and tragic occurrences.

So, yes, the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee will have a hearing. We are
going to move forward as best we can.
Maybe there is common ground out
there. I pray, for the victims and their
families—I pray that there is.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VAN
HOLLEN). The Senator from Ohio.

BUILD BACK BETTER AGENDA

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I am
here on the Senate floor today to talk,
once again, about the so-called Build
Back Better legislation that the Demo-
crats are trying to force through this
system on a purely partisan basis
under what is called reconciliation.

I strongly believe that this massive
tax-and-spend bill is the wrong way to
go. I think it is irresponsible, particu-
larly at a time of high inflation, uncer-
tain economic growth—driven a lot by

the uncertainties around the new
COVID concerns—and record levels of
debt.

This is the ninth consecutive week
that the Senate has been in session
that I have come to the Senate floor to
talk about specific reasons I believe
the Build Back Better legislation is a
bad deal for America.
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As we have talked about before, this
massive new spending bill represents
the largest amount of spending of any
legislation ever passed by the U.S. Con-
gress. Now, the official score is some-
thing like $1.7 trillion. You could argue
that the one that passed in March, the
$1.9 trillion, was the largest one, and
that this is the second largest one.

In fact, when you look at what is in
it, a lot of the spending is, in effect,
camouflaged, as has been said by the
folks at Penn Wharton, who analyzed
this. When you take into account the
programs that are relatively popular
and unlikely ever to be ended—Ilike the
child tax credit—or that are likely to
continue, they are sunsetted in this
legislation.

If they weren’t sunsetted, the cost of
the bill would go from about $1.75 tril-
lion to about $4.5 trillion. One analysis
from the Committee for a Responsible
Federal Budget has it a little higher
than that, but let’s say it is $4.5 tril-
lion. That would be, by far, the largest
piece of legislation that would have
ever passed the U.S. Congress.

Much of that spending is what is
called stimulus spending—adding to
the demand side of the economy, add-
ing to inflation. Remember, inflation is
demand chasing supply. If there is not
enough supply and there is more de-
mand, you have inflation. That is what
many of us predicted would happen
with the $1.9 trillion legislation. Unfor-
tunately, that is exactly what hap-
pened.

So, once again, at a time of dev-
astating high inflation already, record
debt, and so much uncertainty on
COVID and the possible need for more
Federal resources there with regard to
COVID, massive new spending—it
seems to me right now—is the wrong
thing to do.

On the revenue side, the massive tax
increases are also irresponsible, in my
view, and not well thought out.

Today, I would like to focus on one
new tax increase proposal in par-
ticular, and this is the Democrats’ plan
to propose a new 15-percent minimum
tax on the domestic side. They call it
the minimum book tax. It is not a tax
on books; it is a tax on companies and
on workers and on pensions, which we
will talk about, based on the financial
statement. It is not based on income as
we traditionally think about it or as
the Tax Code traditionally defines it,
but it relies on so-called book value,

and it has several negative con-
sequences that I want to talk about
today.

The new book tax, if it were to be put
into effect, would drive inflation even
higher. It would discourage investment
in key sectors of the economy, and it
would jeopardize the state of busi-
nesses that provide pension funds for
their employees.

The book tax proposal is, essentially,
a new corporate alternative tax. But,
again, it taxes the adjusted financial
statement income of a large corpora-
tion, not its IRS tax analysis; and that
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is the income that might be reported
to, let’s say, the SEC through a Form
10-K.

This makes it very different than the
existing corporate income tax, which is
determined based on the income that
these companies report to the IRS. Be-
cause these two taxes are calculated
using very different base amounts, the
15-percent book tax can end up being a
lot larger for companies than the 21-
percent income tax.

The line that you will likely hear
from some of my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle is that this tax
is designed to make big companies pay
their fair share of taxes because it only
applies to companies with a 3-year av-
erage adjusted book income of more
than $1 billion, but studies from the
nonpartisan Congressional Budget Of-
fice, the Tax Foundation, and more
show that it is actually the workers
who bear the brunt of these types of
taxes in the form of lower wages, lower
benefits, lost jobs, and higher prices. I
am also hearing about a number of spe-
cific unintended, perhaps, con-
sequences, and I am certain there will
be others as well.

Let’s start with its effect on workers’
retirements. Under this proposal, a
qualifying company ends up paying a
new tax on certain investment gains,
potentially due to just a change in in-
terest rates, in their employees’ pen-
sion funds. So this is a new tax. Right
now, if the pension fund has an income
gain, that would not be taxed, but
under this proposal, it would be—under
the book tax proposal. So it is basi-
cally a tax on the pensions.

First, these gains shouldn’t result in
a tax to the company at all. Companies
do not have access to these pension in-
vestments. They sit in a segregated ac-
count. Companies can’t touch them nor
should they be able to touch them. Ob-
viously, they make money for the re-
tirement accounts of the employees.
That is the whole idea. For good rea-
son, pension funds should be invested,
and they should grow over time be-
cause it Dbenefits the workers to
strengthen their retirement security.

Second, companies could be forced to
pay more in taxes on the pension gains
than the company makes in actual
profits.

Let’s take an established company,
and I can tell you some of them have
contacted us with specific examples of
this, but they tend to be companies
that are pretty well established be-
cause they have pretty big pension
plans.

If you have an established company
with a large pension plan, let’s say
that company makes a profit of 100
million bucks in a year. They could see
their long-running pension fund gain a
lot more than that—say, $2 billion—
over that same period.

So, under this tax plan, that com-
pany would have to pay a 15-percent
tax on that $2 billion in pension in-
come, or about $300 million on top of
any normal income taxes. That busi-
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ness then has to make a tough choice
because, remember, the business has
only made $100 billion in profit, and
you have a tax bill of $300 million be-
cause of your pension income.

Are you going to go bankrupt? Are
you going to take out loans to pay
these taxes?

This is money that would otherwise
be invested in people, in plants, equip-
ment, in our economy. Instead, it is
going toward paying a potentially
large tax that is entirely counter-
productive.

Third, of course, is that it discour-
ages companies from investing in their
workers’ retirements. Having more in-
vested in pension plans is good for
workers. I think we should encourage
employers to do the right thing, and
that is to have a defined benefit plan.
There are fewer of them these days. Of
those that are left, we don’t want to
drive employers out of those, in my
view.

By the way, that is the view of al-
most all of my colleagues, I think, on
the other side of the aisle and certainly
a lot of union members who have these
pensions. Let’s not forget that this tax
could threaten the retirement of tens
of thousands of union and nonunion
workers alike.

But this tax proposal doesn’t just
jeopardize pensions; it could have a sig-
nificant negative impact on how indus-
tries, particularly manufacturers, in-
vest in growing their operations. Ac-
cording to data from the nonpartisan
Joint Committee on Taxation, the
manufacturing sector leads all other
sectors in the economy when it comes
to the use of what is called bonus de-
preciation. That is where you get to
have an immediate writeoff if you ex-
pand, again, plant or equipment.

That is something that was part of
the 2017 tax legislation. It has been
very helpful to help grow the economy,
very important to retailers, very im-
portant to hospitality, and very impor-
tant, of course, to manufacturers, who
lead the way in terms of taking this de-
duction. It allows them to quickly and
affordably invest in equipment, in new
machinery, leading to higher produc-
tivity, leading to more jobs—what
economists think is the most impor-
tant thing we can do right now in our
economy, which is to grow the supply
side of our economy.

Under this new book tax the Demo-
crats are proposing, that deduction
would not be able to be paid, as it is
now, immediately as bonus deprecia-
tion but, rather, it would have to be
paid over a longer period of time, mak-
ing these critical investments a lot less
likely and leading to fewer new hires
and lower productivity.

By the way, less investment in cap-
ital assets, of course, puts more pres-
sure on inflation because it increases
on the demand side of the economy if
you don’t do it. If you do it, it would
increase on the supply side. So you
want to encourage investments in cap-
ital assets. That is good because it
helps in terms of the supply side.
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So this bill has stimulus spending, as
we talked about, on the spending side,
and more demand and lower invest-
ment is exactly the opposite of what
we ought to be doing in terms of coun-
tering inflation.

Taking a broader view, both of these
immediate negative impacts on the
economy and workers—the taxes on
pension funds and less financial incen-
tive for investment—are going to lead
to higher prices for consumers, which
also increases inflation.

It is even worse. From what I am
hearing, some of the biggest sponsors
of pension plans are logistics and deliv-
ery companies. I hope my colleagues
are talking to these same companies
that are reaching out to talk to us. To
pay for these additional costs, particu-
larly the pension costs, they have told
us they are likely going to have to in-
crease costs, reduce customer services,
and suspend investment in new tech-
nology. These are logistics companies.
At a time when many Americans are
already experiencing inflation and sup-
ply chain bottlenecks, this is exactly
the wrong prescription.

The book tax proposal is just one of
a lot of policies in this reconciliation
bill that I think would be bad for the
economy and bad for workers. Maybe
these specific problems we talked
about today were just overlooked in
the rush to produce a bill without
going through any of the normal com-
mittee processes, including the Fi-
nance Committee, which hasn’t looked
at this—those issues would have
emerged, I am sure, had the Ways and
Means Committee and the Finance
Committee had the opportunity to re-
view it and to analyze it—or maybe the
plan is to just overwhelm the American
people with so many dramatic changes
to our Tax Code that they won’t notice
how irresponsible any single one might
be. Whatever the case, it is clear that
this book tax has not been properly
vetted.

It is time for Congress to slow down
this process so that we can properly
understand the consequences of these
policies on the American people. These
massive tax-and-spend proposals are
bad for the economy, certainly bad for
inflation, bad for business, and most
importantly, bad for workers and their
jobs.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, this is al-
ways a very busy time of the year if we
are still here, and it has been a long
time since the Congress wasn’t here in
the first of December. There have been
years within the last couple of decades
where we actually got our work done
fairly close to the time that the spend-
ing year started. We are not close to
doing that now. In fact, the apparent
best-case scenario is that we will need
to extend this year’s spending—the
spending that ended on September 30—
through most of the month of February

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

before we really can get down to the
work that you and I would like to see
happen, as we serve on the Appropria-
tions Committee.

We are here a lot of times in Decem-
ber, but we are seldom here in Decem-
ber without having made a real start
on the work that has to be done. In-
stead of the work that has to be done,
we seem to be down to the work that
our friends on the other side really
want to do. Of course, that means the
trillions of dollars of spending beyond
what we would normally spend.

That is being described by people as
transformative, as once-in-a-century,
as FDR-like. The one thing it is for
sure is it is 100 percent partisan. No-
body expects a single Member of the
Senate on the Republican side to vote
for this reckless tax-and-spending bill.

You can tell, as you listen to the de-
scription of the bill, that there is be-
ginning to be more and more worry
about what the American people are
thinking that this bill might really
wind up doing to their families and to
the country. When they hear that it is
going to be transformative, when they
hear that the entire economy will be
different and people’s problems will
change in dramatic ways, people really
begin to have to wonder how that hap-
pens, particularly when we hear that
this won’t cost anything.

Well, of course it is going to cost
something. You can say all you want
to, that the cost is zero, but the cost
can’t possibly be zero of something
that is going to transform the economy
and solve people’s problems. Somebody
is going to have to pay for that.

At one time, it appeared that, well,
maybe we will just raise every bit of
those extra spending dollars on new tax
dollars. That hasn’t happened yet in
any bill that has been brought forward.
In fact, the bill that the Senate is
going to receive from the House has an
actual deficit, even by the Congres-
sional Budget Office standards, of
about $350 billion.

In 2019, we almost decided that we
couldn’t move forward on the debt ceil-
ing because the Speaker of the House
said: We are not going to help on the
debt ceiling unless there is another $19
billion of domestic spending.

This was 2019. We spent weeks fight-
ing about whether we would spend an-
other $19 billion. The Secretary of the
Treasury, Secretary Mnuchin, was
down here about once or twice every
week in the negotiations that it would
take to decide if we are going to spend
$19 billion. Now we are talking about a
$350 billion addition to the national
debt, and that is even if you accept all
the gimmicks in the bill.

There are other negative effects as
well. One of those big negative effects
will be, of course, the impact of infla-
tion on families. We are already seeing
the impact of the big—the spending bill
in March, the $1.9 trillion of spending
that out of nowhere came into the
economy, totally unpaid for, totally
partisan.
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Last year, we had five bipartisan
bills that both sides worked hard to do
what we needed to to respond to
COVID, to try to stabilize the econ-
omy. This year, we started off the year
in March with an almost $2 trillion to-
tally partisan bill, and that partisan
bill is beginning to have the kinds of
effects you would expect it would have.

Costs are going up. There is more
money out there, and mostly there is
just money that is just made up out of
thin air. It is borrowed, where the gov-
ernment is borrowing from itself. We
are issuing bonds and buying the bonds
at the Fed and then sending money to
people. They are spending that money,
and, of course, that has an impact on
costs.

Then there are energy policies that
have an impact on costs as well—the
immediate decision to not move for-
ward with a significant energy pipeline
that was being built; the immediate de-
cision to do what we could to reduce
the domestic production of energy.
That has had exactly the results you
would expect it to have, just like put-
ting this money into the economy has
had a result. So everything from home
heating costs, which are estimated to
g0 up as much as 50 percent this year if
the weather is no worse than last year,
to filling up your gas tank—we have a
chance of setting a new personal record
every time you pull up to the gas tank
and wonder how much money you can
put in that empty gas tank today—to
buying groceries, to even getting peo-
ple together for the holidays.

Independent analysts of the big tax-
and-spending spree say that the num-
ber isn’t $1.7 trillion, but it is about
three times that, about $4.8 trillion.
Now, how could you go from 1.7 to 4.8
just like that? You do it by assuming,
as our friends who are sponsors of the
bill do, that the spending in the bill
will actually be spent over the entire 10
years.

There is one program where families
with kids at home get a check every
month from the government. That pro-
gram costs about $450 billion a year,
and it is in the bill for 1 year. Well, no-
body on the other side believes it is
going to be in the bill for 1 year, and
nobody voting against the bill is at all
certain that it is going to be there for
1 year. Most of the analysts say, no,
that is going to be there for not 1 year
but all 10 years. So you add another
$450 billion times nine, and suddenly
you have added trillions more in spend-
ing to the bill.

There are other programs that last 2
years, and some programs last 4 years.
Almost none of the programs that are
to be paid for in 10 years—and even
with a $350 billion deficit—almost none
of the programs to be paid for in 10
years last 10 years. They are just in
there to get the program started, to
get people convinced that they really
need the government to do something
for them that the government hasn’t
done before, and then see if we can ex-
tend that.
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As I mentioned, back in March, we
had already done this once with a to-
tally partisan $1.9 trillion spending
bill. What happened after March? We
got inflation to a 30-year high in the
August numbers and consumer con-
fidence to a 10-year low. You have to
work pretty hard to get inflation at a
30-year high and consumer confidence
at a 10-year low, but that is what hap-
pens when you put $1.9 trillion into the
economy that wouldn’t have been there
otherwise.

So what would happen if you put $4.8
trillion into the economy that
wouldn’t be there otherwise? The peo-
ple who are most impacted by the re-
sults of that are the very people the
bill purportedly is going to help, is de-
signed to help. We are going to solve
all of your problems. Well, first of all,
the government is not going to get
that done. We are going to solve Amer-
icans’ everyday problems, but if you do
that by raising their costs higher than
their pay can go up, you haven’t done
anybody a favor.

President Biden campaigned on a re-
turn to normal, but he is governing on
what his self-described allies say is
radical change. Well, those two things
seem to me to be in pretty big conflict.
You can’t have ‘‘return to normal’’ and
“radical change’ at the same time.

There was no mandate in the last
election. The Senate is as evenly di-
vided as it could possibly be—50-50. In
the House, Democrats have the closest
margin that they have had in 170 years
and one of the closest margins that
anybody has had in decades.

Americans want their elected rep-
resentatives to stop selling every crisis
as an opportunity to impose another
one-sided view of how the country
needs to move forward.

You hear and I hear at home and
even from the press: When is the Con-
gress going to work together? Well, we
worked together last year to do five
bills to respond to the COVID and eco-
nomic crisis, and we did that together.
That was a pretty good model. Frank-
ly, I think it was the model that the
American people were thinking about
when they voted for this closely di-
vided Congress and in a fairly closely
divided Presidential race at the conclu-
sion of the election.

Families need real solutions to the
challenges they face. Reckless tax and
spending, driving inflation, sending gas
prices to alltime highs and home heat-
ing prices to alltime highs and increas-
ing the cost at the grocery store—if
there are things to buy at the grocery
store—by 15 or 20 percent surely, isn’t
what we want to pass on to our chil-
dren, our grandchildren, our people,
hard-working families out there today
trying to make things happen and
make things better for their families.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

TRIBUTE TO ASHLEY HARRINGTON

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I want

to spend a quick moment saying a fond
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thank-you and farewell to a staff mem-
ber of mine who is leaving.

My deep gratitude to Ashley Har-
rington, who is off to great adventures.
Our sadness at her leaving is matched
only by our excitement for her as she
starts her next chapter.

Thank you for your dedication, your
humor, your invaluable skills. We are
going to miss you throughout our en-
tire office.

NOMINATION OF RACHAEL S. ROLLINS

Mr. President, I come here today to
speak in support of Suffolk County Dis-
trict Attorney Rachael Rollins, nomi-
nee to serve as U.S. attorney for the
District of Massachusetts.

The fact that I and my Senate part-
ner, Senator WARREN, have to come to
the floor at all in support of this quali-
fied, respected, effective law enforce-
ment official is a testimony to the un-
precedented partisanship of my Repub-
lican colleagues. It is truly outrageous.

Before I share more about District
Attorney Rollins’ record of accomplish-
ment—a record that my Republican
colleagues have intentionally distorted
and mischaracterized—I want to ex-
plain how politically partisan this U.S.
attorney nomination process has be-
come.

In September, the Judiciary Com-
mittee held a rollcall vote on Rachael
Rollins’ nomination to serve as U.S. at-
torney for the District of Massachu-
setts. She was voted out of committee
on an 11-to-11 vote. All Democrats
voted aye; all Republicans opposed the
nomination.

With this vote, Judiciary Committee
Republicans eviscerated a three-decade
precedent of voice votes for U.S. attor-
ney nominees for all 50 States—every
single time. The committee had last
held a rollcall vote on a U.S. attorney
nominee in 1993. And based on a review
of available materials, before the 117th
Congress, the Judiciary Committee had
only ever held a rollcall vote on three
U.S. attorney nominees: in 1993, 1982,
and 1975.

The Senate last required cloture on a
U.S. attorney nominee in 1993 but ulti-
mately confirmed that nominee by
voice vote. And—listen to this—the
Senate last held a rollcall vote on the
floor of the Senate on a U.S. attorney
nominee in 1975. We have held more im-
peachment votes on the floor of the
Senate than votes on U.S. attorney
nominees since 1975.

This obstruction of District Attorney
Rollins’ nomination is unwarranted,
unfounded, and unprecedented. Let me
underscore that last point. During the
Trump administration, Judiciary Com-
mittee Democrats agreed to voice vote
all 85 U.S. attorney nominees who
came before them, despite disagree-
ments with multiple nominees’ records
and ideology. All 85 of those U.S. attor-
neys in the Trump era were processed
by the Judiciary Committee and re-
ceived a voice vote with no recorded
opposition. And the Senate, likewise,
confirmed all 85 by unanimous consent
on the Senate floor during the Donald
Trump era.
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The opposition to Rachael Rollins is
nothing more than a deeply partisan
ploy to score political points at the ex-
pense of the record of a respected,
qualified, courageous, Black, female,
progressive district attorney. It is of-
fensive, and it is not in service to pub-
lic safety—in Massachusetts or across
our Nation.

Let me tell you about District Attor-
ney Rachael Rollins and why her
record has garnered supported from all
corners of the law enforcement com-
munity in Massachusetts and New Eng-
land and from Republicans and Demo-
crats alike.

District Attorney Rollins has public
safety in her blood. Her father, a sec-
ond-generation Irish American, fought
in the Vietnam war and later worked
as a corrections officer. Her maternal
grandparents are from Barbados, and
her mother is a first-generation Amer-
ican.

She represents the very best of what
this country is all about: opportunity,
public service, and plain old hard work.

As the district attorney for the coun-
ty encompassing Boston and sur-
rounding cities, District Attorney Rol-
lins has a demonstrated record of suc-
cess as a prosecutor. She leads an office
of 300 employees, including more than
150 lawyers who handle 25,000 new
criminal case filings and 1,000 criminal
investigations annually. She leads a
very busy office efficiently and effec-
tively.

On the most serious crimes, her
record is unassailable. In 2019, Rollins’
first full year in office, the homicide
unit’s number of completed trials in-
creased by 21 percent. Boston homi-
cides declined by 31 percent in 2019,
making it the lowest number in dec-
ades.

And she aggressively prosecutes drug
trafficking. Between January 1, 2021,
and October 12, 2021, just this year, the
Suffolk County DA’s office has pros-
ecuted 147 trafficking cases. Of those
cases, 98 involved charges of traf-
ficking fentanyl, accounting for 67 per-
cent of total drug trafficking prosecu-
tions. District Attorney Rollins has
prosecuted more drug traffickers than
her predecessor.

I have personally met with and
talked with District Attorney Rollins
on multiple occasions about the opioid
epidemic that is being fueled by
fentanyl. There is no one more dedi-
cated to ending that scourge than she
is. She is committed to using the DA’s
office to hold fentanyl drug traffickers
fully accountable, and her record
proves that.

Her record on investigations is equal-
ly remarkable. In 2020, the homicide
unit expanded its investigations by 44
percent. The major felony unit in-
creased its by 22 percent, the human
trafficking and exploitation unit by 19
percent, and the special prosecutions
unit by 33 percent. Under District At-
torney Rollins’ leadership, her office is
as active as it has ever been in going
after the most serious crimes in Suf-
folk County.
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But her excellence doesn’t end there.
District Attorney Rollins has dem-
onstrated a commitment to working
with law enforcement to advance com-
munity safety and build trust between
the community and law enforcement
officers. She and her office are a true
partner for colleagues, and it is re-
flected in the coordination that they
prioritize.

In June of 2020, she organized a key
discussion with law enforcement execu-
tives from Greater Boston to have an
open dialogue about policing practices
in light of the racial reckoning that
followed the murder of George Floyd.
With her leadership, District Attorney
Rollins and the law enforcement execu-
tives signed a letter committing to
change and ensuring that there would
be open communication on that topic.

District Attorney Rollins recognized
the historic moment law enforcement
was confronting in the wake of the
Floyd murder, and she actively reached
out to her law enforcement partners to
show a united front in their commit-
ment to justice. Rachael Rollins is
proof that you can enforce laws and
promote justice and that the commu-
nity wants both.

As a result of this leadership, the
Suffolk County law enforcement execu-
tives wrote a letter in support of her
nomination to serve as U.S. attorney
for the District of Massachusetts. In
that letter, they highlighted the re-
spect she has for the work they do to
keep communities safe.

And in the wake of two incidents of
hate against the Jewish community
that occurred this summer, District
Attorney Rollins led the response,
using the resources of her office to in-
vestigate the incidents transparently
and fully. She personally ensured that
there would be a focus on this issue.
She attended vigils for both events to
ensure that there would be a commit-
ment that was heard that the safety of
the communities that had been di-
rectly impacted would be protected.

In a letter from the Anti-Defamation
League of New England, it said of her
actions: In the aftermath of the inci-
dents she demonstrated true
allyship and solidarity with the af-
fected communities. The importance of
her commitment to this ideal cannot
be overstated.

Rachael Rollins is a prosecutor at
her core, but she also believes in re-
storative justice and is one of Massa-
chusetts’ greatest advocates for vic-
tims of crime. The local organizations
that advocate for the rights of victims
and their families—including Mothers
for Justice & Equality, the Children’s
Advocacy Center of Suffolk County,
the Boston Area Rape Crisis Center,
and the Boston Medical Center’s Vio-
lence Intervention Advocacy Pro-
gram—all wrote letters in support of
Rollins’ nomination.

Mothers for Justice wrote that Dis-
trict Attorney Rollins’ ‘‘determination
to bring [to justice] those who commit
crimes against community is needed at
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the highest levels of Federal prosecu-
tion.”

The Children’s Advocacy Center of
Suffolk County describes her as ‘‘a
leader who clearly prioritizes the needs
of children and families—bringing an
approach which is both victim-centered
and squarely focused on offender ac-
countability.”

District Attorney Rollins is clear-
eyed in her commitment to justice—
justice for victims, justice for families,
justice for children, and justice for the
communities that have not historically
benefited from a system that has pun-
ished color, class, and creed. She is
working to restore faith in the system
by building a system that works for ev-
eryone.

Before she was district attorney,
from 2007 to 2011, she served as assist-
ant U.S. attorney for the District of
Massachusetts. There she prosecuted
civil and criminal cases, defended the
Federal Government and Agencies in
civil suits, and recovered damages for
fraud and false claims submitted to the
government.

Based on this record, she has the sup-
port of many law enforcement organi-
zations and political leaders.

About District Attorney Rollins, a
group of several current and former
major city police wrote:

We do not always get along. In fact, we
have disagreed strongly on issues. What we
can say is that she respects us and the work
we do to keep our communities safe. She can
admit when she is wrong. She can also be in-
credibly persuasive when she is right. The
constant throughout every encounter we
have is a mutual respect and a willingness to
learn from each other.

So, for my Republican colleagues, let
me share the bottom line statistic:
Crime is down in Boston. Despite the
continued rise in crime nationwide in
2021, murders in Boston have dropped
by one-third so far this year. According
to data from the Boston Police Depart-
ment, there have been 32 homicides in
the first 9 months of 2021, down from 45
homicides this time last year. Murder
is down in Boston. The city also saw a
decrease in many types of violent
crime, including domestic assault.
Property crimes, such as auto thefts
and burglary, are also down in the city
of Boston during her tenure as our dis-
trict attorney.

We know there is much more work to
be done to ensure public safety and to
promote justice, but under District At-
torney Rollins’ leadership, Boston is on
the right trajectory.

Most of what we have heard from my
Republican colleagues—in the com-
mittee hearing and out here on the
floor—is simply untrue. Suffolk County
District Attorney Rachael Rollins is a
strong Black woman, committed to ra-
cial justice with a better record on
crime than other old-school prosecu-
tors, and it just plain scares them.

Her approach scares them because it
is working in Boston. It can be a model
for the rest of the country. Rachael
Rollins is not soft on crime; she is
smart on crime. Yes, District Attorney
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Rollins is a progressive prosecutor. But
more importantly, she is an effective
prosecutor. Her extensive law enforce-
ment credentials and proven track
record of reducing crime and sup-
porting victims is clear, and it is unde-
niable. She is the right candidate for
U.S. Attorney in Massachusetts, and
Senator WARREN and I deeply and
proudly recommend her to the Senate
for confirmation.

I have known District Attorney Rol-
lins since she babysat for my brother’s
family. She is a dear friend and a loved
friend, and I have been so fortunate to
know her. And Massachusetts has been
so fortunate to have her as one of our
top law enforcement officials. She is
one of the smartest, most effective,
most respected leaders in the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, and her
record proves that, unequivocally.

Despite the Republican effort to po-
liticize her nomination and
mischaracterize her record, I am con-
fident that she will be confirmed as our
next U.S. Attorney.

I urge all of my colleagues to vote
yes on this discharge motion, as unnec-
essary as it should be, and to support
the confirmation of Rachael Rollins as
the next U.S. Attorney for the District
of Massachusetts.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT

Mr. ROMNEY. Mr. President, I come
to the floor to echo the sentiments of
my colleague, Senator MARCO RUBIO.
Our annual national defense bill is
being held up because Speaker PELOSI
and Leader SCHUMER are refusing to
allow a vote on a provision—the
Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention Act—
that prevents Chinese goods made with
forced labor—slave labor—from enter-
ing the United States. This bill was
previously passed by the Senate on a
unanimous vote.

The Chinese Communist Party’s
atrocities against its minorities, par-
ticularly Uyghur people, include geno-
cide and crimes against humanity.
These are well known. Uyghur women
are forcibly sterilized and impregnated
by Han Chinese men. Adults are ripped
from their families and are sentenced
into concentration camps and carry
out slave labor. It is estimated that
nearly 1 million Uyghur people are
being treated this way and held in
these camps.

There is no question that it should be
U.S. policy to hold accountable those
responsible for the forced labor of the
Uyghurs and ensure that companies—
our companies—are monitoring their
supply chains and circumstances of
workers making products in China, to
make sure those products that are
made by slave labor by the Uyghur peo-
ple are not brought into this country.
That is the feeling of the unanimous
vote of the Senators, which we already
expressed.
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Congressional Democratic leadership
is claiming that the problem with in-
cluding this amendment is a techni-
cality, but let’s be clear that what is
really happening here is there are some
corporations that Democrats don’t
want to offend. For example, Demo-
crats want cheap batteries for their so-
called Build Back Better agenda. And
nearly 80 percent of the rare earth met-
als, including other materials like lith-
ium and cobalt and the like that are
used to make those batteries, come
from China.

And let’s underscore this. When com-
panies and politicians avert their eyes
from China’s predations, from China’s
slavery, they are effectively paying the
cannibals to eat them last. China is
coming for them, and it is coming for
us.
Now, we have, in this year’s National
Defense Authorization Act, the oppor-
tunity to strike a blow against China’s
slavery. I implore Speaker PELOSI and
Leader SCHUMER to move past proce-
dural roadblocks and send a clear, con-
vincing message to China and the
world at large that goods produced
with slave labor are not allowed in the
United States of America.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO). The Senator from Indiana.
REMEMBERING REVEREND MELVIN GIRTON

Mr. YOUNG. Madam President, I rise
today in tribute to Rev. Melvin Girton,
the dean of pastors, a servant of God,
and a great Hoosier. His death on Octo-
ber 29 has left a terrible absence, one
that cannot be filled. For over half a
century, from 1964 to 2015, Dr. Girton
was pastor at the Christ Missionary
Baptist Church—the same Indianapolis
church home where he was baptized as
a young boy.

The number of years Dr. Girton shep-
herded his flock is astonishing. The
number of lives he touched and
bettered among and beyond is incalcu-
lable. He made his church a family. He
walked with his congregants through
their lives, their challenges, and in dif-
ficult times, he reminded them to look
up because brighter days were ahead.
When one of his congregants needed
surgery, she arrived at the hospital to
find Dr. Girton waiting there to reas-
sure her everything would be all right.
And it was. He was a member of their
families. He blessed their marriages,
welcomed their children, and even
taught them to buy cars and homes.
And he prepared and opened the doors
for countless other pastors to follow
him.

Dr. Girton was also a great lover of
history, which is fitting since he made
a great deal of it himself. During the
civil rights struggle, he led from the
pulpit, on the picket lines, during the
marches to the Governor’s mansion,
and he worked with Hoosiers from all
walks of life. His work made great
strides for equality and pushed Ameri-
cans to realize our founding promise.

There was a time when Indianapolis’s
restaurants and theaters were seg-
regated, its neighborhoods closed to
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Black citizens. If rising generations of
Hoosiers have no memory of this
shame, it is because men like Dr.
Girton ended it. He fought to open up
the city’s businesses, to make access to
housing equal.

On April 4, 1968, Dr. Girton sat all
night with Robert F. Kennedy in his In-
dianapolis hotel room after the Sen-
ator told a heartbroken crowd of Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr’s, murder. The next
day, he organized a memorial to Dr.
King at the Soldiers and Sailors Monu-
ment at the city’s center. Indianapolis
is one of the few metropolitan areas in
America that did not erupt in violence
after Dr. King’s death. Senator KEN-
NEDY’s beautiful and conciliatory
speech is often credited for this, but
the work of Dr. Girton and other city
leaders played just as important a part.

Long after the civil rights move-
ment, he preached kindness and love
and labored to advance opportunity. He
served as vice president for the Indian-
apolis branch of the NAACP. He was
twice the vice president of the Billy
Graham Crusade and regularly hosted
the Emancipation Proclamation serv-
ice, an annual celebration of that docu-
ment of freedom.

Always searching for ways to help his
neighbors, in the late 1990s, Dr. Girton
transformed a boarded-up Indianapolis
strip mall into a community center,
providing job training, employment op-
portunities, a laundromat, a senior
center, and even an ice cream shop.

When he reached the half-century
mark at Christ Missionary, he called it
a ‘‘short 50 years.” No wonder—five in-
credible decades in a life of great pur-
pose.

He wasn’t entirely comfortable with
the term ‘‘legend,’” but that is what he
was. His passing deprives not just his
community but his country of a pillar.

Despite the grief, it is hard not to be
encouraged by such a wonderful life
full of years of lasting achievements,
courageous stands, admiring friends,
and many loving children and grand-
children and great-grandchildren.

Dr. Girton would often say: ‘“‘God is
with me, God is in me, God works
through me.”” He was and he did.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

NOMINATION OF RACHEL S. ROLLINS

Mr. COTTON. Madam President, in a
couple of hours, Senator SCHUMER is
bringing to the floor one of the most
dangerous pro-crime, anti-cop U.S.
nominees in American history. The
Senate floor leader wants to ram
through President Biden’s extreme
nominee to be the U.S. attorney for
Massachusetts, the current Suffolk
County district attorney, Rachel Rol-
lins. In doing so, the Democrats are
showing they don’t care about crime as
a crime wave crashes across the coun-
try, they do not support law enforce-
ment, and they have a wanton dis-
regard for the safety and security of
Americans.

Now, it is true that we rarely have
record votes of U.S. attorneys in the
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Senate. In fact, I think it has been 28
years.

It is also true that Rachael Rollins is
so radical that she is without prece-
dent as a nominee to be the U.S. attor-
ney.

Rachael Rollins is the very epitome
of a Soros prosecutor, although it is
generous to call her a prosecutor at all.

For those of you who do not know
the term, ‘“‘Soros prosecutor’ refers to
the wave of so-called progressive polit-
ical activists backed by wealthy liberal
mega donors like George Soros, who
have run for local district attorney and
State attorney positions throughout
the country with the express purpose—
the express purpose of igniting revolu-
tion and destroying our criminal jus-
tice systems from within.

They have left a trail of death, pain,
suffering, and misery in their wake.
Chicago has already had more than
1,000 murders this year—1,000 murders,
with a month to go. Philadelphia has
already had more than 500—already an
all-time record. Crime is so bad in San
Francisco, they closed downtown on
Black Friday to avoid gangs of armed
robbers smashing into retail stores and
stealing everything in sight. They
closed it on Black Friday because
Chesa Boudin, the radical Soros pros-
ecutor in San Francisco, has helped a
crime wave destroy public safety in
San Francisco so much that the lib-
erals in that city have already an-
nounced a recall petition against him.

And perhaps most notoriously, just
last weekend, in Waukesha, a career
criminal with a rap sheet as long as
your arm committed mass murder—one
of the deadliest massacres in recent
years—while he was out on $1,000 bail;
$1,000 for a career criminal who con-
sistently committed violent crimes for
20 years. And the Soros prosecutor in
Milwaukee who let him out acknowl-
edged that it may have been inappro-
priately low.

But that is not the unintended con-
sequence; that is the intended con-
sequence: to destroy our criminal jus-
tice system from the inside, to let vio-
lent, repeat felons out immediately
and not keep them on bail, and then to
not charge them with the appropriate
crimes, and then to reduce their sen-
tences when they are convicted.

What do they all have in common?

They are all pro-criminal, Soros pros-
ecutors, just like Rachael Rollins—the
first one to be nominated for U.S. at-
torney.

Now, she is not simply a Soros pros-
ecutor, she is one of the most pre-
eminent legal arsonists in the country.
She is a founding member of an organi-
zation of Soros prosecutors called the
Truth, Justice, and Reconciliation
Commission, which claims that the
American justice system—and this is a
quote; this is a direct quote—has ‘‘been
a cruel and oppressive force of injustice
for all marginalized commu-
nities.”

And she also claims—this is, again, a
direct quote—‘‘this isn’t a bug in the
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system, but a feature. It’s operating
exactly the way it was designed and
built to function.”

That is her view of our criminal jus-
tice system, that it is a cruel and op-
pressive  force of injustice for
marginalized communities; that is not
a bug; that is a feature.

That is textbook critical race theory.

Rachael Rollins believes that the
American criminal justice system is
racist and rotten to its core, and the
Democrats want to put her in charge of
prosecuting criminals in the largest
State in New England. Rollins hopes to
destroy the criminal justice system
from within. That is not hyperbole.
She has not been shy about her views,
until she was nominated for this office,
of course.

When asked why she became a pros-
ecutor last year, she answered—again,
this is a direct quote. I am not making
it up. You may find it hard to believe.
This is her own words why she wanted
to be a prosecutor: ‘I chose to jump
into this job to dismantle the system
from the inside.”

Soon after being sworn in as district
attorney of Suffolk County, MA, she
declared that she was going to battle—
going to battle—against the U.S. attor-
ney on offenses like opioids, mari-
juana, and immigration.

Just think about that. A newly elect-
ed prosecutor in the largest city of the
State decided that her mission was not
to stop criminals, not to protect inno-
cent civilians, but to stop the U.S. at-
torney in that State from prosecuting
criminals, and now she wants that job
for herself.

I don’t think so.

Mrs. Rollins also published a list of
15 crimes that she would refuse to pros-
ecute except in special cases, sending
the clear message to criminals that it
was open season to commit these
crimes.

Among the crimes on Rollins’ pre-
sumptive do-not-prosecute list are not
just things like jaywalking, but things
like drug trafficking with intent to dis-
tribute, including fentanyl, malicious
destruction of property, criminal
threats, breaking and entering, tres-
passing, resisting arrest, and more.

This isn’t an exercise of prosecutorial
discretion in a case with exceptional
circumstances. This is prosecutorial
nullification. The Legislature of Mas-
sachusetts passed criminal laws that
prosecutors are elected to enforce, and
she refuses to enforce them.

What do you think she will do to our
Federal criminal laws?

What do you think she will do to you
if you are a homeowner in Suffolk
County and someone trespasses on
your yard and walks up to your window
to see if you are home or not?

And if you are not, they will break
and enter because you won’t be pros-
ecuted. And if you are home, well, they
will just walk off the lawn and wait
until you leave. And you dial 9-1-1, and
the police won’t even answer because
they know Rachael Rollins won’t pros-
ecute you.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

And this is the woman that Joe Biden
nominated to be a U.S. attorney in this
county. I don’t think so.

Rollins has tarred police officers as
murderers, causing the Boston Police
Patrolmen’s Association to condemn
her for ‘‘undoubtedly incit[ing] vio-
lence against the proud men and
women of the Boston Police Depart-
ment.”

Her response, naturally, was to ac-
cuse the Boston police of ‘“‘white fra-
gility.” That is not a summary; that is
an exact quote. She accused the Boston
police of “white fragility.”

There is a word for what Mrs. Rollins
traffics in, and that word is ‘‘racism;”’
presuming that every officer in the
Boston Police Department is guilty of
“white fragility,” presumably the
Black and the Hispanic and the Asian
ones too.

The truth is that Rollins has nothing
but contempt for the rule of law. If she
is confirmed, the citizens of Massachu-
setts and New Hampshire and all of
New England will suffer the dangerous
consequences. We have already seen
these consequences in her own county.

In 2020, the first full year in which
her policies have been in force, Bos-
ton’s violent crime rate surged, and the
number of murders skyrocketed by 38
percent.

When Rollins took office, Suffolk
County had the fifth highest opioid
overdose death numbers in Massachu-
setts, with 39 percent fewer deaths
than the leading county. By the end of
2020, not surprisingly, Suffolk County’s
opioid overdose deaths had increased
by 32 percent, and Suffolk County had
become the second deadliest county for
opioid overdoses.

If Rollins’ abysmal record is brought
to Massachusetts as a whole, it also
poses a significant threat to the health
and safety of the people of New Eng-
land, especially New Hampshire—a
threat that extends beyond the 100,000
Granite Staters who work in Massa-
chusetts.

Rollins’ insane drug policies would
worsen the drug epidemic, which is al-
ready ravaging New Hampshire. The
opioid crisis, which is fueled by nar-
cotics smuggled from Massachusetts, is
responsible for over 80 percent of drug
overdose deaths in New Hampshire.
Cartels and traffickers use Boston and
its ports as a staging ground to smug-
gle vast quantities of heroin and other
drugs into New Hampshire.

Rollings’ failure to vigorously enforce
Federal drug laws in Massachusetts
will severely harm families and com-
munities not just in her own State, but
in New Hampshire and across New Eng-
land.

Rollins’ appalling statements, ac-
tions, and records caused Republicans
on the Senate Judiciary Committee to
unanimously—unanimously—oppose
her nomination. That is a nearly un-
precedented action for a U.S. attorney
nomination, and it is not one that we
took lightly.

By contrast, for example, Repub-
licans have allowed President Biden’s
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other 15 U.S. attorney nominees across
the country to go through committee
with a simple voice vote. It goes to
show that Mrs. Rollins is uniquely
unfit for the role of U.S. attorney and
deserves no deference from the Senate
and no confirmation.

If the Democrats vote to confirm
Rachael Rollins, they will be respon-
sible for every action she takes. It is
not a secret. It is right here in her
record. And when crime spikes in Mas-
sachusetts and crime spikes in New
Hampshire, Democratic Senators who
are on the ballot next year are going to
answer for it.

And I promise I will be there to make
you answer for it if you vote for her
today.

And if you are a Soros prosecutor
around the country watching this nom-
ination today and you think maybe
you are next if Ms. Rollins is con-
firmed, maybe you can be the U.S. at-
torney, maybe you can be the attorney
general in your State, I promise you,
this will not be the start of a trend. I
will stop at nothing to make sure none
of you ever achieve higher office and
none of you get reelected, because you
are a danger to the families and the
communities of this country.

President Biden should immediately
withdraw Mrs. Rollins’ nomination and
should consider submitting someone
who would actually be a prosecutor
rather than a pro-crime, defund-the-po-
lice activist to serve as a U.S. attorney
in Massachusetts.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Ms. WARREN. Madam President, I
rise today in support of Rachael Rol-
lins, the U.S. attorney nominee for the
District of Massachusetts.

Rachael grew up in Massachusetts.
Her dad fought in Vietnam, and then
returned to Massachusetts to become a
corrections officer. He sent his oldest
daughter to college, UMass Amherst,
and then to the law school at North-
eastern, and then she went on to get a
master’s in law from Georgetown.

She has had experience across a
broad range of public service jobs. In
2018, she decided to run for district at-
torney of Suffolk County, which in-
cludes the city of Boston. And in that
race, she promised to decriminalize
certain low-level offenses, such as
shoplifting or drug possession.

The people of Suffolk County em-
braced her and embraced her ideas, giv-
ing her 73 percent of the vote. She is
the first woman of color to be elected
as a DA in Massachusetts, and if con-
firmed by this body, she will be the
first Black woman to serve as U.S. at-
torney in Massachusetts.

She has the enthusiastic support of
my partner Ed Markey and myself.

A dedicated public servant, Rollins
has devoted her career to transforming
the criminal justice system so that it
actually reduces crime and provides
equal justice for all. Her reform efforts
have frequently focused on the root
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causes of crime and have taken aim at
poverty, substance use disorders, and
racial disparity.

Since her nomination was an-
nounced, dozens of prominent Massa-
chusetts Republicans, Democrats, and
nonpartisan law enforcement officials,
numbers of community advocates, and
members of the legal community have
written in support of her nomination.
Among those who have spoken out pub-
licly on her behalf are Massachusetts
former Republican Governor Bill Weld,
former U.S. attorneys and Suffolk
County law enforcement executives,
and many, many others. These are the
people who know her best, the people
who have worked with her, the people
who know her record of success as a
prosecutor.

Now, Rachael has implemented some
innovative policies—exactly as she
promised to do when she ran for dis-
trict attorney. Those policies may not
be the preferred policies of some Sen-
ators, but the facts speak for them-
selves.

These policies are designed to im-
prove the administration of justice and
to reduce crime, and they work. In the
months following her start as a DA in
2019, homicides in Suffolk County
reached a 20-year low. While homicides
increased in 2020 as part of a nation-
wide trend following the start of the
pandemic—a trend that was also seen
in States like Arkansas and Texas—re-
cent data from the Boston Police De-
partment shows that homicides in Bos-
ton declined by nearly a third in the
first 9 months of 2021. That drop—a
drop of nearly a third in homicides—
stands in stark contrast with nation-
wide crime statistics. It is not just vio-
lent crime, either; the city saw a de-
cline in property crimes like thefts and
burglaries this year as well.

Rollins has demonstrated that pro-
gressive policies can be effective in
cutting serious crimes, which seems to
frustrate her opponents. The policies
that Rollins has pursued have helped
drive down crime in our State, but it is
also the strong partnership she has
built with law enforcement leaders
from Suffolk County that has been cru-
cial. In fact, leadership from the Bos-
ton Police Department, the Massachu-
setts State Police, the Revere Police
Department, the Chelsea Police De-
partment, the MBTA Transit Police
Department, and the Winthrop Police
Department wrote a joint letter to the
Senate to express their strong support
of Rachael Rollins to be U.S. attorney.

While they admit they have not al-
ways seen eye to eye with her, they
also note that Rollins ‘‘respects us and
the work we do to keep our commu-
nities safe. She can admit when she is
wrong. She can also be incredibly per-
suasive when she is right.”

They add:

Each of us have worked closely with DA
Rollins on pressing and significant issues
within our respective jurisdictions. She is re-
sponsive, attentive, and diligent. Her focus is
on victims and how the community is im-
pacted by violence and harm.
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Nobody should be surprised that Rol-
lins’ approach to prosecution is yield-
ing reductions in crime. Nonpartisan
research published by the National Bu-
reau of Economic Research confirms
why this is the case. After an analysis
of 17 years of data and over 67,000 cases
from the Suffolk County DA’s Office,
the study found that defendants whose
misdemeanor charges were dropped be-
fore arraignment were 58 percent less
likely to return to the criminal justice
system in the next 2 years, and they
were more likely to avoid charges for
any serious violent crimes.

By pursuing these policies, Rollins
has freed up limited resources in her
office to focus on the people and the
crimes that actually pose the biggest
threats to the community.

Now, critics are quick to distort
these statistics and Rollins’ record and
the details of her approach. This par-
tisan sniping here in Washington bears
no relationship to the reality on the
ground in Suffolk County, MA. For ex-
ample, even with her reform policies in
place, Rachael has prosecuted more
drug traffickers than her predecessor.
Between January 1 and October 12 of
this year, the Suffolk County DA’s Of-
fice prosecuted 147 trafficking cases. Of
those, charges of trafficking in
fentanyl accounted for 67 percent of
the total drug trafficking prosecutions.
Just by comparison, her predecessor
prosecuted only 130 trafficking cases
during the entirety of 2018, of which
only 40 percent involved fentanyl traf-
ficking charges.

Now, look, it is no surprise that some
rightwing voices have sought to make
an issue out of Rollins’ nomination,
and it is unfortunate that many Repub-
licans who should know better have
fallen in line behind this campaign of
fearmongering.

When a rollcall vote on her nomina-
tion was forced in the Judiciary Com-
mittee in September, Republicans
quickly tossed out three decades’
worth of precedent and attempted for
the first time in over a generation to
override the President’s choice of a
U.S. attorney nomination.

I want to remind my colleagues that
every single one of the 85 U.S. attor-
neys nominated by Trump—every sin-
gle one—was moved by voice vote de-
spite significant disagreements about
the policies, views, and records of sev-
eral of those nominees—every single
one of them. But Rachael Rollins and
President Biden couldn’t get that same
kind of consideration.

This kind of political grandstanding
has unjustly deferred the confirmation
process, not only for Rachael Rollins
but for many other well-qualified
nominees who just want to get to work
serving the people of this country. It is
also extraordinarily disrespectful to
the scores of on-the-ground law en-
forcement leaders in Massachusetts
and others who support this nomina-
tion.

Our police chiefs, our prosecutors,
our former U.S. attorneys, our former

S8893

Governors, Republicans and Demo-
crats, do not need to be told by na-
tional politicians who know nothing
about our community that their sup-
port and their understanding of what
we need just really doesn’t matter.
They do not need to be told that the
personal political benefit of attacking
this well-respected prosecutor is some-
how more important than what all of
the data and all of their own experi-
ences tell them about what actually re-
duces crime and improves the adminis-
tration of justice in Massachusetts.
What our law enforcement profes-
sionals need, what the entire Common-
wealth of Massachusetts needs is for
the Senate to confirm this highly
qualified nominee.

Now, I have every confidence that
Rachael Rollins will continue her part-
nership with law enforcement, with
community advocates, and with other
key members of the legal community
to ensure the safety and well-being of
all of the people of the Commonwealth
in her new role. I look forward to the
renewed energy and innovative vision
that she will bring to the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office.

Senator MARKEY and I want to pub-
licly thank our Massachusetts bipar-
tisan advisory committee for all of the
work they did to identify and rec-
ommend candidates like Rachael Rol-
lins to the role of U.S. attorney. I want
to thank President Biden for nomi-
nating her to this position.

I urge my colleagues to set aside
nasty personal attacks on a supremely
well-qualified woman and to support
the discharge and ultimate confirma-
tion of Rachael Rollins, a supremely
qualified candidate who is ready to
serve on day one as the next U.S. attor-
ney for the District of Massachusetts.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President,
first, I want to thank my colleague
from Massachusetts for her very impor-
tant comments about a very impor-
tant, well-qualified nominee.

OXFORD HIGH SCHOOL SHOOTING

Madam President, today I rise to
speak about a heartbreaking tragedy
that far too many American families
and communities are familiar with.
Americans have learned that gun vio-
lence can happen in any place, at any
time, in any State, and in any town.

This time, the community is Oxford,
MI, home to about 20,000 people in
northwest Oakland County. It is a
place with beautiful lakes and bike
trails. It is a place where people know
each other. It is the kind of place
where the neighbors might drop off
some Christmas cookies or clear your
sidewalk after a snowstorm since they
were doing theirs anyway. Now, it is
the kind of place that has been need-
lessly, senselessly shattered by un-
speakable violence.

It was a typical Tuesday at Oxford
High School, home of the Wildcats. The
Oxford band and orchestra had recently
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returned from a trip of a lifetime, per-
forming at Disney World. Student lead-
ers were celebrating a successful
Thanksgiving food drive—almost 5,500
cans of food collected for the local food
pantry. Athletes in winter sports were
getting ready for Meet the Teams
Night. But in an instant, everything
changed. Everything changed.

We are still learning the details, and,
frankly, that is not what is important.
What is important is that, thanks to
the cold efficiency of modern weap-
onry, it took mere minutes for a gun-
man to shatter a community. Thank-
fully, law enforcement officers showed
up within minutes, but still, 11 people
were shot. Tragically, four students
have died. We hope and pray that there
are not more deaths, but several other
Oxford students remain in the hospital
in critical condition. A typical Tuesday
in a typical high school in 2021 in
America.

Madisyn Baldwin was a 17-year-old
with a beautiful smile. According to
her grandmother, she was a kind and
patient big sister and an artist. She
had already been accepted to a number
of colleges.

Justin Shilling, also 17, was cocap-
tain of the school’s bowling team and
also loved to golf. He worked at Anita’s
Kitchen, a Lebanese cafe in nearby
Lake Orion, where his boss said every-
one loved him.

Tate Myre, aged 16 and a tight end
and running back on the Oxford foot-
ball team, had recently been honored
by the Michigan High School Football
Coaches Association. He was also an
honor student who was known as a
leader both on the field and in the
classroom.

And Hana St. Juliana was just 14
years old. She was passionate about
volleyball and basketball. Her team-
mates say they will never forget her
kind heart and her silly personality
and her passion for the game. They
have dedicated their upcoming season
in her memory.

Madisyn, Justin, Tate, and Hana—
four lives that were just beginning,
four losses that have left their families
and their community struggling—
struggling—to understand.

And we certainly know that Oxford is
not alone. This year alone, there have
been shootings at 29 schools in our
country—29 schools—from Rigby Mid-
dle School in Rigby, ID, to Timberview
High School in Arlington, TX, to Herit-
age High School in Newport News, VA.
No community is immune. Just ask the
grieving residents and the grieving par-
ents of Oxford.

This community will come together.
They already have. They will hold
prayer vigils and deliver casseroles and
wrap their arms around these shattered
families. But, in God’s name, why
should they have to?

High school students should be shar-
ing memories of last month’s band trip
or celebrating a successful food drive
or looking forward to the spotlight of
Meet the Teams Night. They shouldn’t
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be ducking for cover in their class-
rooms or fighting for their lives in the
ICU because they just happened to be
in the wrong hallway at the wrong
time, and they certainly shouldn’t
have their names mentioned during a
speech on the floor of the U.S. Senate
after yet another school shooting in
2021 in America.

Madisyn, Justin, Tate, Hana, and the
more than 100 Americans who are
killed by gun violence every day de-
serve more than thoughts and prayers.
They deserve action to keep them safe,
and we certainly will focus on this in
the days ahead. What I know for sure
right now is that we must refuse to set-
tle for a world in which a typical Tues-
day turns into such tragedy.

My deepest, heartfelt sympathies to
everyone in Oxford and throughout our
State. I share in their grieving of this
senseless, senseless tragedy.

I yield the floor to my partner and
colleague in the U.S. Senate, Senator
PETERS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

Mr. PETERS. Madam President,
there are no words that can capture the
terror and the tragedy of the horrific
events that unfolded at Oxford High
School on Tuesday afternoon.

In a matter of minutes, a routine
school day was twisted into scenes of
chaos, shattering the safe environment
that Oxford High students and teachers
and families trusted in. This shocking
event will change their lives forever.
Our heart breaks for every Michigander
in America who continues to be af-
fected by this tragedy and so many
others like it.

It was a scene that has become all
too familiar in America. A gunman
opened fire inside a public school, tak-
ing four young lives and wounding
seven other people. Four students went
to school that morning with bright, ex-
citing futures ahead. They never made
it home.

Hana St. Juliana, the youngest vic-
tim, was only 14 years old. A freshman
who was a promising athlete on the
volleyball and basketball teams, her
teammates remember her as having a
kind heart, a silly personality, and an
absolute passion for sports. Her father
remembers her as the happiest kid,
who had a full life ahead of her before
it was tragically cut short.

Madisyn Baldwin, a 17-year-old sen-
ior and the oldest of three siblings, was
preparing to graduate this spring. An
aspiring artist and talented student,
she recently celebrated acceptances to
several colleges, including some under
a full-ride scholarship. She will always
be remembered by her family and
friends as a kind, smart, and loving
girl.

Tate Myre was 16 years old, No. 42 on
the football team. Tate was a star stu-
dent athlete and was recently honored
with an all-region award from the
Michigan High School Football Coach-
es Association. He had already started
college recruitment visits and was
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looking forward to many more until
the unthinkable happened. His friends,
his family, and his fellow students re-
member him as someone who always
put his full heart into everything that
he did.

And Justin Shilling, a 17-year-old
senior, was cocaptain of the school’s
bowling team. His coworkers called
him an exemplary employee, a devoted
friend and coworker, and simply an ab-
solute pleasure to be with.

As we mourn Hana, Madisyn, Tate,
and Justin, we must also remember the
victims who were injured during this
attack. At this very moment, dedicated
doctors and nurses are working around
the clock to ensure that the wounded
can swiftly recover. We are all think-
ing of them and wishing them well,
along with those who were wounded,
treated, and have now been discharged
from the hospital.

As a parent, I just simply cannot
imagine the grief and anguish that
these families are forced to endure and
the unimaginable pain that these par-
ents are feeling in knowing that they
can never—never ever—hold their lov-
ing child again.

I am grateful for the brave first re-
sponders who quickly responded to this
harrowing scene. Thanks to their swift
and brave actions, the suspect was ap-
prehended within minutes, preventing
even more unspeakable carnage from
unfolding. There is no question that
the heroic actions of first responders,
law enforcement officials, and emer-
gency medical technicians saved lives
on Tuesday. We cannot thank enough
these brave men and women for all
that they do each and every day to
keep our communities safe.

For the students and the educators
who lived through this horrific act, I
can only imagine the trauma and the
fear that they will spend the rest of
their lives with.

Children who should have been fo-
cused on their math homework or on
their reading assignments spent terri-
fying moments fighting to survive and
keeping one another safe. Reportedly,
as bullets pierced classroom doors, stu-
dents grabbed scissors and calculators,
anything they thought they could use,
to defend themselves.

Parents—many of whom received
text messages from their children say-
ing there was a shooting and that they
loved them—frantically searched for
their children in a parking lot in the
aftermath, praying that they would be
reunited.

The panic, the fear, and the helpless-
ness of being trapped in this nightmare
scenario is something that no child, no
teacher, and no parent should ever,
ever have to face. Now these survivors
need our support as they work to proc-
ess and heal from the shocking and
horrific ordeal.

To the Oxford High School commu-
nity, please know there are millions of
Americans who are lifting you up and
who share in your sorrow.

In the days and weeks ahead, we may
learn more about the heroic actions
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that students and teachers and first re-
sponders took to stop this tragedy
from being even worse, but the most
heartbreaking fact is that this should
have never ever happened in the first
place. A school should be a safe place.

I was struck by the words of so many
students who said that they had been
training for a day like this since ele-
mentary school. These students and
their teachers had participated in ac-
tive shooter drills. They knew to lock
and barricade doors, to hide, to stay si-
lent, and to run. They had heard about
other school shootings wherein the as-
sailants had tried to trick or lure stu-
dents into their sights, and they stood
strong until they knew they would be
safe.

While I am so grateful that these les-
sons, undoubtedly, saved many, many
lives this week, I am also heartbroken
that our children and our educators
have to bear this burden.

There is no easy answer, but it is
clear that we must take action. Far
too many communities have been dev-
astated by these attacks, and we can-
not wait for yet another community to
suffer without having tough conversa-
tions on what actions Congress should
take. The unsettling reality is that our
children’s lives are at risk when they
enter a classroom, and that is some-
thing that we simply cannot tolerate.

I know the Members of this body
have different policy views, but surely
we can agree that a school should be a
safe place. Surely we can agree to lis-
ten to the students in every single one
of our States who say that they live in
fear that they could be killed at their
desks, and we could agree to have a se-
rious discussion of what needs to
change.

There is no single solution that
would have prevented this tragedy, like
so many others, but let’s have a serious
discussion about what needs to change
to ensure that warnings reach the right
officials and that those officials know
what actions to take.

Let’s have a serious discussion about
gun safety issues, background checks,
reasonable limits on high-capacity
magazines, and closing loopholes that
allow dangerous weapons to get into
the wrong hands.

And let’s have a serious discussion
about what our schools, our teachers,
and our students need to stay safe.
Whether it is more access to coun-
selors, strong threat assessments, or
more resources, we have to find com-
mon ground that will keep our schools
safe. We cannot stand by when we
know that it is only a matter of time
before the next school, the next com-
munity, is shattered.

For Hana, for Tate, for Justin, for
Madisyn, for the students, teachers,
and families of Oxford High School, and
for every student, teacher, and family
in the United States, we must act. The
time is now.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
BALDWIN). The junior Senator from
Alaska.
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TRIBUTE TO BETH BRAGG

Mr. SULLIVAN. Madam President, it
is Thursday, and it is usually the day I
get to come down to the Senate floor.
Usually, the Senate is kind of wrapping
up things; we are still pretty busy right
now. But it is the day I love to come
down to the Senate floor and talk
about somebody in my State, the great
State of Alaska, who is making a dif-
ference either for their community, for
their State, for the country; you name
it. We call this person the Alaskan of
the Week.

We have done it a lot. I usually like
to give a little bit of an update. The
pages typically really like this time of
the week because we get to tell stories
about Alaska, about the adventure of
Alaska, but also about—typically, a
little update about what is happening
in the State.

Right now, we are in a bit of a cold
snap pretty much throughout the
State. We are getting a lot of snow
throughout the State. We have seen
some record low temperatures all
across Alaska, from Homer, King Salm-
on, Bethel.

Monday in Fairbanks—so this is not
even into December yet—it was 26
below zero. They are tough in Fair-
banks, very tough. You get down to 50,
60 below in Fairbanks.

My wife is from Fairbanks. She is a
wonderful volunteer for this organiza-
tion called Covenant House. They did
their annual ‘“Sleep Out.” It is a home-
less shelter for teenage youth. This was
in Anchorage just a couple of weeks
ago. It was 15 below for the ‘‘Sleep
Out.” You get a cardboard box and say:
Good luck. So, boy, she is tough.

Alaskans across the State are rug-
ged, tough, individualistic, and we
bond all the more for it. We are in it
together when it is that cold. And it
frequently is. And like one big commu-
nity, one of the many things that
brings us together—actually, one of the
many things that brings Americans to-
gether—is bonding over sports: local
sports, State sports, national sports,
and your local newspaper as it relates
to sports reporting. It is actually a uni-
versal instinct.

One of our most famous Supreme
Court Justices, Earl Warren, said it
best:

I always turn to the sports section first [in
the morning]. The sports page records peo-
ple’s accomplishments. The front page [usu-
ally] has nothing but [people’s] failures.

I am not sure that is always true, but
it is a good anecdote in terms of what
binds us with regard to sports.

You know, over the holidays, in par-
ticular, everybody in America watches
great football, other sports activities. I
had a good chat over lunch today with
Coach Tuberville about the really in-
credible Alabama Auburn game that
just happened last week.

But sports is also the place in our
local papers where we see the names of
our children, our loved ones, our neigh-
bors, our friends. In fact, it might just
be the only time their names appear in
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the paper at all, when you think about
it.

So our Alaskan of the Week this
week is somebody who knows sports
and sportswriting in Alaska better
than anybody. We are talking about
Beth Bragg, who recently retired after
35 years as a sportswriter for the An-
chorage Daily News. She understood all
of these attributes about sportswriting
better than anybody.

During her 35 years at the paper,
Beth always told cub reporters there
was one rule they must always follow,
no matter what. She said: Even if the
person’s name is something like Cindy
Jones, ask that person for the spelling.
It might be the only time their name
appears in the paper, and it is very im-
portant that name is spelled correctly.

Now, let me talk about Beth, about
her reporting and about her work and
how it has added to our communities
across the great State of Alaska.

Beth grew up in Billings, MT. Her fa-
ther worked for the Billings Gazette.
And she, too, while still in high school,
joined the paper as a sports clerk so
this is in her blood.

Now, it wasn’t so much that she was
crazy about sports back then, but it
was a job, a good job. And then she said
she began, bit by bit, to fall in love
with newspapers and sports reporting.
She liked the irreverence, the strict
deadlines, the energy.

Importantly—and it is almost
counterintuitive—covering sports al-
lows more fun in the writing, the op-
portunity as a writer to take a little
bit more in terms of chances and to be
more creative than maybe on other
beats. And throughout the years, Beth
has brought so much of this kind of
creativity, so much heart to her sto-
ries.

Without looking at a byline in Alas-
ka, you always knew when you were
reading a Beth Bragg story. So, in 1986,
when she was 27 years old, she came to
Alaska to write for the Anchorage
Daily News. That is our State’s biggest
paper. She thought she would stay for
a few years, then move on. Her dream
was to cover professional sports, maybe
even Major League Baseball in a city
that has got a Major League Baseball
team, but as the years progressed, she
stayed in Alaska. She fell in love with
Alaska, and her ambitions as a sports-
writer changed. But, in some ways,
they got even bigger.

She discovered that, in her words,
““the real reward, and the real chal-
lenge, is to find stories that resonate
with everyone. And you don’t have to
be at the Super Bowl to do that.”

In fact, Beth said she found more in-
teresting, more unique stories to cover
in Alaska than probably anywhere else.

Now, we don’t have big-time profes-
sional sports teams in the great State
of Alaska, but we do have sports, loads
of sports. And just like so much about
Alaska, we have expanded the meaning
of what it means to partake in sports.

Let’s take one very famous sport in
Alaska, the Iditarod—the famous 800-



S8896

mile sled dog race—as one big example.
There is also heli-skiing, ice climbing,
curling, and snowboarding. It didn’t
get its start in Alaska, but it reached
its apex in Valdez, for those who par-
ticipated in that incredible sport.

Beth is likely one of the few, if only,
reporters in the country who reported
on this incredible sport in Alaska at 3
a.m., seal-skinning. Yes, that is a
sport. It goes along with the ear pull
and other sports in terms of competi-
tion at the World Eskimo Indian Olym-
pics, which are incredible to go to and
watch in Alaska—great athletes, by
the way.

She covered seal skinning, the com-
petition. At 3 a.m. she was tired, but
the excitement and the smell of the
seals—first frozen, then thawed for the
competition—kept her wide awake.

We may not have professional sports
teams, but we certainly have athletic
stars galore in Alaska. For 35 years,
Beth has written about these stars and
some of the toughest athletes any-
where in the world. Let me give you a
couple examples.

She wrote about athletes running
Mount Marathon. Now, I gave an
““Alaskan of the Week’ speech several
months ago about Mount Marathon. It
is what Outside magazine calls ‘‘the
toughest 5K on the planet’—straight
up a mountain and straight back down.
We always do it on July 4 in Seward.

She wrote about the Alaska Wilder-
ness Classic, the 150-or-so-mile ‘‘secret
race’”’ up mountains and across rivers
in the Alaskan wilderness. Here are the
rules of the Alaska Wilderness Classic:
No outside support, nothing human-
powered, leave no trace, and rescue is
up to the racer. Pretty tough. Pretty
tough.

She wrote about the Arctic Man, an-
other incredible Alaska event that has
been described as one of the world’s
toughest downhill ski races and an ex-
citing snow machine race, all combined
together. You want to see something
amazing? Go to the Arctic Man.

She has written about swimming
heats and cross-country track and field
matches; skiing, lots of stories about
skiing in Alaska; ice hockey; high
school football; basketball games; and,
as I mentioned, the World Eskimo-In-
dian Olympics, with the ear pull and
the blanket toss.

She wrote a great story about a
mother and son literally tied by rope
together for 2 weeks climbing Denali,
North America’s tallest peak, in Alas-
ka.

There was a story about a sled dog
that was cut loose and ran away from
her Iditarod sled dog pack. Miracu-
lously, this dog found her way home to
her kennel through mountain ranges
and hundreds of miles of tundra in the
dead of an Alaskan winter. Pretty
amazing.

She wrote a great story about an
event I attended this past June, an in-
spiring USA Patriots-Amputee Softball
Team event where almost every player
on that team were some of our greatest
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American heroes. Almost all of them
had lost a limb—all of them had lost a
limb, mostly in combat.

Always at the center of Beth’s stories
are the people, even when those people
are sled dogs. She has written about
their victories; their struggles; their
heart for the game, for their teams, for
their communities, for their State, for
their country, and for life itself.

Thinking back on her long career, a
few events stay with her. She talked a
lot about what it was like to watch
Alaskans compete in the Olympics,
four of which she attended—Olympic
Games.

Now, we are a huge State. I talk
about that a lot. We have a pretty
small population relative to other
States—730,000 people. But Alaska is
really good in terms of Olympic ath-
letes. We punch way above our weight,
sending some of the top American ath-
letes to especially the Winter Olympics
but also the Summer Olympics.

Beth remembers, for example, the
electricity in the Olympic stadium in
Norway in 1994 when a little-known
Alaskan named Tommy Moe shocked
the world by winning the gold in the
downhill and then, 4 days later, a sil-
ver, becoming the first American skier
ever to win two medals at the same
Olympics.

She remembers writing stories about
the legendary and beloved cross-coun-
try skier from Alaska Kikkan Randall
when Kikkan was just 13 years old.
Then, like so many Alaskans, Beth
swelled with pride and cried when
Kikkan Randall won the gold in 2018.

Beth said she also cried just this
summer when 17-year-old Lydia Jacoby
from Seward, AK, shocked the world by
winning the gold medal in Tokyo this
summer in the 100-meter breaststroke.
Remember that? Seward, AK, doesn’t
even have an Olympic-size swimming
pool. And I will say, Lydia Jacoby is
the only person in U.S. history to be
Alaskan of the Week in the U.S. Senate
twice. That is unbelievable.

Of course, there are heartbreaks,
too—the losses, the illnesses, the inju-
ries, and sometimes the deaths—all of
which Beth has handled with the ut-
most sensitivity. Because she was at it
for so long and has so much history
with Alaskan athletes, she understood
something about them that a new re-
porter might not. It takes a certain
kind of grit to be an athlete in Alaska,
to wake up at 6 a.m. and head off into
the dark, subzero weather to train. It
takes a certain kind of grit to travel
outside of Alaska for competitions,
often thousands of miles away from
your home, to get noticed. As Beth
said, ‘““You have to work hard to make
it big” in Alaska. As a result, she
thinks Alaska athletes have a sense of
home in a way a lot of other athletes
don’t.

As I said, Beth recently retired. She
is going to clean her home; maybe
travel some; of course, watch some
sports, as a fan now, not as a reporter.
She leaves behind a great legacy, thou-
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sands of stories charting some of our
State’s greatest moments in athletics,
times when we all cheered and cried
and came together to support the best
of our people and competition and grit
and determination—the reason Ameri-
cans across the country love sports so
much.

So, Beth, thank you for your great
job. Congrats on an incredibly stellar
career, and, of course—I am sure one of
your biggest honors ever—congratula-
tions on being our Alaskan of the
Week.

JOHN KERRY

Madam President, we are working on
the NDAA. Is anyone watching what is
happening on the Senate floor right
now? It has been stalled in terms of
amendments, and it has been stalled,
reportedly, because of an amendment—
a simple amendment that I think the
vast majority of Americans would
agree on—that Senator RUBIO is trying
to get a vote on.

But, as there are with so many sto-
ries in the last 6 months, there is some-
thing about the climate envoy John
Kerry, who keeps coming into different
stories, and he is in this story as well.
He seems to show up everywhere, al-
ways when somebody in this adminis-
tration is doing something to under-
mine American interests. There is
something about John Kerry.

Let me give you the latest. Senator
RUBIO is trying to move forward with
regard to an amendment on his bill,
the Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention
Act. It is essentially a pretty simple
bill. Human rights communities agree
with it. I think everybody in the Sen-
ate agrees with it. It, in essence, just
says that we shouldn’t be importing
solar panels and other products made
in China that are produced with forced
labor or slave labor. What American
wouldn’t agree with that? What Amer-
ican wouldn’t agree with that? I think
every Senator agrees with that. But
evidently there is one American who
disagrees with that.

Here is an article today from the
Free Beacon that talks about senior
Biden officials are worried that this
bill stopping slave labor products from
China coming into America will under-
mine ‘‘the White House’s climate agen-
da’ and, unfortunately, ‘‘limit solar
panel imports from China.”

Presidential climate envoy John Kerry,
among others, has been lobbying House
members against the bill.

Wow. Wow. That is remarkable. Why
would he do that? Why would he do
that? Someone needs to ask John
Kerry that. That is just one example.
Something about John Kerry—always
in the mix undermining American in-
terests.

This is an article from the Wash-
ington Post just about a month ago:
“In advance of climate summit, ten-
sion among Biden aides on China pol-
icy.” In essence, it said John Kerry was
in Beijing—a very dangerous propo-
sition, by the way; you want to talk
about selling out American interests—
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and he was begging the Chinese to co-
operate on climate change, but they
said they are not going to commence—
I am reading from the Washington
Post—cooperation until the TUnited
States tones it down on human rights,
Hong Kong, Taiwan, and trade.

So the Chinese are saying: Hey, we
are not going to do anything on cli-
mate, John Kerry, unless you go tell
the President to tone it down on Hong
Kong, Taiwan, human rights—slave
labor, probably. Dutifully, John Kerry
came back to DC and delivered the
message. It is all in the Washington
Post right here, October 25.

To their credit, Jake Sullivan and
others were pretty furious, according
to this article, about John Kerry un-
dermining U.S. interests. But, hey,
there he goes again. Remarkable. I
mean, whose side is this guy on?

Let me give you another example.
One of the great things that have hap-
pened in America over the last two dec-
ades is this incredible revolution in
terms of American energy. For dec-
ades, it has been the bipartisan policy
of every administration—pretty much
every Senator—for America to become
energy independent. Until the Biden
administration came into office, we
have achieved that. Again, every ad-
ministration since World War II,
Democratic or Republican: Being en-
ergy-independent would be good for us.

One of the ways we have done this is
this incredible revolution in the pro-
duction of American natural gas. It has
made us the leader in reducing global
greenhouse gas emissions in the world,
by far. Since 2005 to present, the
United States has reduced emissions by
almost 15 percent—more than any
other major economy in the world. Chi-
na’s emissions have gone like this.

So you would think the export of
American LNG all around the world,
which is happening, would be great for
our workers—it is; great for our na-
tional security—it is; and really good
for the environment—it is. In fact, we
are even exporting to India and China.
That will help them reduce emissions.
This is a win, win, win, win, win.

So imagine my surprise when I met
with foreign officials—I won’t name
them—who have said to me: John
Kerry is telling us in our country, in
Asia and in Europe, don’t buy Amer-
ican natural gas.

What?

Don’t buy American natural gas.

Why?

I don’t know.

But there he goes again, undermining
U.S. interests, undermining American
workers, and, by the way, undermining
the global environment on that one. If
you don’t buy American natural gas,
you are going to be producing coal in
China.

This is what I have heard.

And then let me give you one more.
I came on the floor several months ago,
only about 5 months ago, and called for
the resignation of John Kerry after the
interview of his friend the Foreign
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Minister of Iran, the largest state spon-
sor of terrorism, Foreign Minister
Zarif, who was recorded in an interview
that was leaked that said John Kerry
told him a couple years ago, when Zarif
was the Iranian Foreign Minister,
about covert Israeli actions against
Israeli interests in Syria.

Now, think about that. According to
news reports, Zarif is heard saying—
and we all heard the video—‘ ‘It was
former US. . . . Secretary John Kerry
who told me Israel had launched more
than 200 attacks on Iranian forces in
Syria,” selling out and betraying our
biggest ally in the Middle East, Israel.

There is something about John
Kerry, and every time that guy goes on
a mission, you can be assured that
American national security interests
are being undermined. So here is a
Christmas present I think the whole
country would benefit from. For the
good of this country, this former Sec-
retary of State, former U.S. Senator,
needs to ride off into the sunset in his
private jet and retire, or resign, or
maybe the President can just fire him.
We don’t need him to undermine Amer-
ican interests anymore.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
Democratic whip.

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
WARNOCK). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The

The

VOTE ON MOTION

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that all remaining
time be yielded back.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The question is on agreeing to the
motion to discharge.

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. BLUNT. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Wyoming (Mr. BARRASSO), the
Senator from Tennessee (Mr.
HAGERTY), and the Senator from South
Dakota (Mr. THUNE).

The result was announced—yeas 50,
nays 47, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 475 Ex.]

YEAS—50
Baldwin Carper Gillibrand
Bennet Casey Hassan
Blumenthal Coons Heinrich
Booker Cortez Masto Hickenlooper
Brown Duckworth Hirono
Cantwell Durbin Kaine
Cardin Feinstein Kelly
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King Ossoff Smith
Klobuchar Padilla Stabenow
Leahy Peters Tester
Lujan Reed Van Hollen
Manchin Rosen Warner
Markey Sanders Warnock
Menendez Schatz Warren
Merkley Schumer :
Murphy Shaheen gl;g:imuse
Murray Sinema
NAYS—47

Blackburn Graham Portman
Blunt Grassley Risch
Boozman Hawley Romney
Braun Hoeven Rounds
Burr Hyde-Smith Rubio
Capito Inhofe Sasse
Cassidy Johnson Scott (FL)
Collins Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cornyn Lankford Shelby
Cotton Lee X

: Sullivan
Cramer Lummis .
Crapo Marshall Tillis
Cruz McConnell Toomey
Daines Moran Tuberville
Ernst Murkowski Wicker
Fischer Paul Young

NOT VOTING—3

Barrasso Hagerty Thune

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
nomination is discharged and will be
placed on the calendar.

The Senator from New Hampshire.
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE
CALENDAR

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I also
originally planned to come to the floor
this afternoon to ask unanimous con-
sent to support the nomination of
Mark Gitenstein to be U.S. Ambas-
sador to the European Union.

Mark is a qualified candidate to rep-
resent the United States with our most
important trade and security relation-
ship. He has already served our Nation
as U.S. Ambassador to Romania. He is
deeply familiar with the geostrategic
needs of our Central and European al-
lies, and he has spent over 25 years
working on energy issues. This experi-
ence is going to be critically important
in responding to Russia’s
weaponization of gas flows to Europe.

As the United States confronts the
challenges around the world, we need
to convey our firm commitment to our
partners and our alliances.

Now, unfortunately, I am not going
to be able to move forward with this
unanimous consent request because our
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
can’t seem to muster anyone to come
down and object to my unanimous con-
sent request.

It is hard for me to understand why
they have an objection to Mr.
Gitenstein when they are not even will-
ing to come to object, and we know
they are here.

His confirmation would be important
to advance our bilateral conversations
on shared national security interests,
such as this week’s dialogue between
the United States and the EU on China.
But for these conversations to make
meaningful progress in addressing our
national security interests, we need
our diplomats and State Department
officials at the table.
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I had the privilege of leading a bipar-
tisan delegation to the Halifax Secu-
rity Forum 2 weeks ago. We had three
Republicans and three Democrats.

One of the things we heard from our
allies was that there was a real impact
by having a lack of ambassadorial con-
firmations in countries, particularly in
our ally countries. In the absence of
U.S. representation, they are really
questioning our commitment to our bi-
lateral relationship.

In addition to Mr. Gitenstein, there
are over 50 other State Department
nominees waiting confirmation on the
floor.

Now, if our colleagues on the other
side of the aisle really shared the con-
cerns about Russia and China’s grow-
ing malign influence in the world that
threatens the values we have fought so
hard to advance, they would lift those
holds without delay. They would un-
derstand that it is important for our
national security to have Ambassadors
in these critical posts around the
world.

I am deeply disappointed that our
Republican colleagues have opposed
the confirmation of Mr. Gitenstein’s
appointment to the European Union,
and I find it strange that at a time
when we should be swiftly confirming
our Ambassadors so that we can engage
with our allies and address challenges
like China and Russia, that what we
are hearing from our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle is they want to
hamstring our national security and
play into the hands of our adversaries.

Now, I understand that some of my
Republican colleagues have decided to
hold up dozens of ambassadorial nomi-
nees because of this administration’s
handling of Nord Stream 2. I don’t
think I need to remind anybody that I
have long been opposed to Nord Stream
2. But this opposition is precisely the
reason that we should be appointing an
ambassador to the European Union be-
cause without an ambassador, we have
been absent in critical conversations
on sanctions, on trade, on security, and
on energy. And without an ambassador,
we are limited in our ability to push
for further sanctions to address Rus-
sian aggression, especially with our
European allies.

Without an ambassador, we can’t ef-
fectively engage our allies. We are ac-
tively playing into Putin’s hands by
creating opportunities to sow division
and discord within the transatlantic
community.

Partisan politics should end at the
water’s edge, as it has for decades in
the United States. I urge those few Re-
publicans on the other side of the aisle
who are holding things up to stop this
needless obstruction.

The U.S. is stronger and safer when
our diplomatic corps—those individ-
uals who support Americans and U.S.
foreign policy around the world—are
supported by capable, Senate-vetted,
and confirmed Ambassadors.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.
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Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, Par-
liamentary inquiry. This is impromptu
because I wasn’t aware of this until the
Senator from New Hampshire just
spoke.

Is it the case that a Senator making
a live UC on the floor to advance a
nomination can be blocked from mak-
ing a live UC by someone who will not
even agree to appear on the floor of the
Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a
courtesy between Senators.

Mr. KAINE. I have learned something
new about the Senate rules that I wish
I did not know.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, for the
record, I would object on behalf of any-
one who is not here, and so the ques-
tion is moot.

If the Democrats really wanted all
these nominees to go forward, maybe
you should talk to the President about
the fact that he caved in on Nord
Stream 2 sanctions.

I know the Senator from New Hamp-
shire has been strong on that, but she
could have stopped any single bill or
nominee going forward by insisting
that the President impose Nord Stream
2 sanctions.

Now we are in a situation where all
of Western Europe is hooked on Ger-
man gas and Vladimir Putin is about
to invade Ukraine, and the best we can
get is stern words.

So, yes, I would object on behalf of
any Senator who is not present, and I
don’t even know what I am objecting
to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Hampshire.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, just
to respond to Senator CoTTON—and I
know that he shares my view about
Nord Stream 2. But I think, sadly, at
this point we are in a position where,
by refusing to allow our diplomats to
be in place, we no longer have an abil-
ity to negotiate.

And, in fact, the gas has not started
running in Nord Stream 2; the certifi-
cation of that pipeline has been de-
layed; and we have a new administra-
tion in Germany that we have heard a
number of members of that administra-
tion express serious reservations about
Nord Stream 2.

So I am not sure that right now—
given the need for transatlantic unity,
the need for us to be able to work with
our European allies on whatever Russia
might do on Ukraine—is the best time
for us to send a signal that we don’t
really care what the administration is
doing on this issue and we don’t really
care what the Germans say about it,
all we care about is making a point on
Nord Stream 2, when what we really
need to be doing is working together
with our European allies because what
Putin wants more than anything else is
to sow dissension between the United
States and our European allies. And,
by this action, he is doing exactly that.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, 8
months—for 8 months any Senate Dem-
ocrat could have stepped forward and
demanded the President impose Nord
Stream 2 sanctions. For 4 years—for 4
years—we stood together and cast
votes—with 85 votes, 90 votes, or 95
votes—in defense of Nord Stream 2
sanctions when the Democrats were
discovering their inner Jack Ryan
when it came to Russia.

But now that Donald Trump is gone
from office and Joe Biden is in office
and he is appeasing Vladimir Putin at
every turn by extending the New
START Treaty and by not imposing
sanctions on Nord Stream 2, suddenly
the Democrats have reverted back to
their old, conciliatory ways toward
Russia.

The simplest way to deter invasion of
Ukraine, the simplest way to deter
Russian aggression is to draw clear red
lines of enforcement—something that
Joe Biden will not do; something that,
apparently, the Democratic Senators
will not force him to do.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I just
have to take real umbrage at your sug-
gestion, Senator COTTON.

I am the one who Vladimir Putin re-
fused a visa to get into Russia because
of my opposition to Russia and to what
Putin was doing. He didn’t deny you a
visa to get into the country. So don’t
talk to me about how I have not been
tough enough on Russia because that
dog won’t hunt.

The fact is, during the Trump admin-
istration, he spent 4 years before he
would sanction Nord Stream 2. Finally,
right before he left office, he put sanc-
tions on.

The only reason the western compa-
nies that were working on Nord Stream
2 stopped their work is because of the
threat of sanctions, not because Trump
did anything to enforce those sanc-
tions.

So there is plenty of blame to go
around, and it doesn’t help for you or
me or anybody else to start throwing
personal insults over what is going on
around Nord Stream 2.

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I did not
make any personal insult. I simply ob-
served that, for 4 years under the
Trump administration, we repeatedly
took action on a bipartisan basis to try
to stop Nord Stream 2.

One of the reasons we didn’t have a
vote on amendments last week on the
Defense bill is because the Democrats
were carrying water for the Biden ad-
ministration, refusing to have a vote
on Nord Stream 2. And that is con-
sistent with the Biden administration’s
record on Russia, which can get all
chesty in its rhetoric but always ap-
peases Vladimir Putin.

One of the first actions he took was
to give a no-strings-attached extension
to the New START Treaty, something
that Donald Trump never did—the very
first priority of Vladimir Putin.

The second priority was Nord Stream
2. We have been trying to have votes in
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this Senate all year long, and we
haven’t had them because the Demo-
crats won’t insist on a vote because
Joe Biden doesn’t want it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KAINE). The Senator from Oklahoma.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 3299

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, we
have a problem in our Air National
Guard right now.

This body knows full well where 1
have been on vaccine mandates coming
down from the President. I have ada-
mantly opposed the vaccine mandates
on private-sector employees, which I
find absurd that the President is an-
nouncing to every company with 100
people or more: I am going to take over
the contracts for employment in your
company; and no matter how long that
employee has been there and how valu-
able they are to the company, you need
to fire them if they don’t follow the
vaccine mandate.

That is not the right of a President.
It has formed chaos in our Federal
workers. It has formed chaos in our
contractors for Federal employees.

Now, let me tell you what is hap-
pening in the National Guard right
now. Tuesday of this week, November
30, the Secretary of Defense sent out a
letter saying that, by today, December
2, every person in the National Guard
had to be vaccinated or they would no
longer be paid.

Now, that applied to the Air National
Guard as of today; but to the Army Na-
tional Guard, that doesn’t apply until
June 30. Let me run this past this body
again. If you are in the Air National
Guard and you are not vaccinated by
today, you won’t be paid anymore. You
also can’t show up at drill this week-
end. You can’t go into any training at
all, as of this weekend. But if you are
in the Army National Guard, you have
until June 30 to be able to fulfill this
mandate.

Now, I have been clear I am ada-
mantly opposed to the mandate, pe-
riod. But to then make it unequal be-
tween the Air National Guard and the
Army National Guard is even worse.

And on top of all of that, what the
administration did as of this week—
they sent out information for the Air
National Guard members and, I as-
sume, for the Army National Guard
starting in June that this is going to be
a different process.

Title 32 is the authority for the Na-
tional Guard. Now, for folks who aren’t
following this or the folks in this body
who do, some people get confused be-
tween the Reserves and the Guard.
They are not the same. The Reserves
are like Active Duty. The Guard actu-
ally work for the Governor of each
State.

Each State has accountability for the
Guard members, and there is a respon-
sibility to make sure they are trained
and ready and equipped for Federal
service if they are called up for Federal
service. But when they are under what
is called title 32 authority, they work
for the Governor of the State. If a unit
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is not prepared, the State is punished
for their lack of preparation. So funds
can be taken away from the State but
not going down to individual members
of the Guard.

What did the Pentagon do this week?

The Pentagon, this week, announced
that not only are they not going to pay
individual members, but they are lit-
erally reaching down into a unit, iden-
tifying members that have not received
the vaccine, and they are not going to
pay that person.

There is no authority in law for the
Pentagon to do that. In fact, that issue
was debated in this body several years
ago, and this body voted no on that.
The Pentagon does not have the au-
thority to reach into the Governor’s
National Guard and determine who will
be paid and who will not be paid in the
National Guard, but that is exactly
what the President is trying to do and
what the Pentagon is trying to do.

Why is this a big issue?

Because the Air National Guard, as
of tomorrow, that are not vaccinated
will not be paid, and this weekend they
cannot go to drill.

Why is that a big issue?

Many of the folks in the Air National
Guard that are not vaccinated are the
pilots.

Listen, if we are going to talk about
military readiness, I understand the
differences of opinion here in the vac-
cine mandates. And some people have
no issue with the vaccine mandates. I
do. But we should all agree on military
readiness. We should all agree on fol-
lowing the law and not allowing the
Pentagon and the President to delib-
erately violate the law that we wrote
and the President has signed in vio-
lating title 32.

Last night, I was on this very same
floor, at this very same desk, asking
for amendment on the NDAA. Today, I
understand I am not getting that
amendment on the NDAA. I have taken
that same amendment and I have
moved it into language that we can use
as a standalone bill.

This is a very simple, straight-
forward, no issues, no ancillary any-
thing on the bill. It simply says that
we cannot allow the administration or
the Pentagon—any one of them—to
violate the law, to be able to reach into
a National Guard unit and identify in-
dividual members and not pay them.

That is already the law. We are just
affirming the law that already is.

And the second thing is not allowing
them to be able to cut off pay based on
their vaccination status in the Na-
tional Guard when they are in title 32
status. That means they are working
for the Governor of that State; they
have not been activated to Federal
duty.

This is a big issue, and it is a big
issue right now because the Air Na-
tional Guard members and many of our
pilots are about to stop training right
now. And in the days ahead for the
Army National Guard, I remind this
body of a number that most of us
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know. Only 40 percent of our Guard
members are vaccinated, meaning 60
percent are not.

Are we really ready to lose that
much readiness over this issue?

I would hope not.

So, as if in legislative session, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to immediate consideration of
Calendar No. 174, S. 3299. I further ask
that the bill be considered read a third
time and passed and that the motion to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, reserving
my right to object, the Senator from
Oklahoma, as he always does, has very
thoughtfully identified a problem that
is affecting our military forces. And he
has also identified the complex inter-
play between different aspects of the
law: article 32, article 10, the authority
of the Governor, the authority of the
Secretary of Defense, legislation we
might have passed.

This is an issue that, I think, bears
close scrutiny, and I would like to as-
sist in such scrutiny. But in terms of
preemptively adopting a statute to-
night without such scrutiny, I would be
compelled to object.

So, Mr. President, with all due re-
spect to the Senator from Oklahoma, I
would object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I
look forward to working with Senator
REED on this. He has been a good part-
ner dealing with this. He is passionate
about protecting our military and
keeping our forces ready.

I very much appreciate his partner-
ship in that, and I look forward to our
ongoing dialogue on this. I have had
multiple phone calls to leadership in
the Pentagon and leadership in the Na-
tional Guard. I am not getting clear
answers on this.

As I have tried to be an advocate for
the members of our Air National
Guard, I want to be able to make sure
that we provide them that opportunity
to be able to serve and that we don’t
lose access to readiness. So I very
much appreciate his partnership in
that.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. President, it is my understanding
that in a short period of time we will
be voting on the continuing resolution.

The continuing resolution has now
been passed in the House. It has been
delivered over to the Senate. This
maintains our government operations
for the next 2 months.

I have been a person who has ex-
pressed my frustration that we have
not taken up the vast majority of the
appropriations bills, even in com-
mittee. It is my understanding that
even as of today, 9 of the 12 appropria-
tions bills have not even been discussed
in committee, and all 12 of those bills
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should have been done by September
30. We are now well past that now.

On September 30, we passed a con-
tinuing resolution that went until to-
morrow. Now we are passing another
one that is going to go into February.
As I read through it, as it just came
over from the House of Representa-
tives, and was scanning quickly
through it when they actually released
the language in it this morning, I was
interested to be able to see a couple of
things that popped out to me in par-
ticular, serving on the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee. Serving that position
in Homeland Security and some of the
issues that we deal with on a day-to-
day basis on oversight, I was fascinated
to see two particular areas that popped
out to me in this. One of them was
dealing with unaccompanied minors.

The administration earlier this year
took some of the COVID money that
had been allocated in March and used
that COVID money to deal with unac-
companied minors. We have yet to get
a full accounting of how much that
was. But then when the continuing res-
olution was passed just September 30,
2.5 billion with a ‘“b’—2.5 billion addi-
tional dollars were allocated just to
deal with the surge of unaccompanied
minors for this year.

Well, that was a few months ago now.
This continuing resolution is allo-
cating another $1.5 billion to unaccom-
panied minors. So they took we don’t
know how much money of the COVID
money for unaccompanied minors, and
then if this bill passes tonight, which I
assume it will at this point, it is an-
other $4 billion just on the unaccom-
panied minors. Let me remind you how
large of a figure that is, an additional
$4 billion.

Before we lose track of that, what
jumped out at me first when I went
through this was a surprising number.
In the continuing resolution that just
came over from the House just minutes
ago, there is a request for an additional
$7 billion for Afghan refugees. When
you say ‘“‘OK, I understand,” in the
September 30 continuing resolution,
there was $6 billion for Afghan refugees
over there. That is $13 billion for Af-
ghan refugees. The best that we can
tell, we have 69,000 Afghan refugees
who are in the process, and we are allo-
cating $13 billion for it.

Now, we all thought—and we had the
conversation here—that $6 billion that
was allocated was an enormous amount
of money that was allocated, but now,
3 months after the refugees started
being able to move out of Afghanistan
in that debacle of a withdrawal that
happened, now we are talking about
not $6 billion but $13 billion. That is
around $200,000 per person so far.

If that was not bad enough, in the
continuing resolution done September
30, because of the enormous size of this
amount of money and because of how
little information has actually come to
this body, there was a demand in it
that by November 30—that was 2 days
ago—the Department of Homeland Se-
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curity would have to turn over a report
of actually what is happening with the
Afghan refugees. Has anyone in this
body read that report from DHS now on
how they are handling the Afghan refu-
gees? I would go ahead and preemp-
tively answer no because none of us
have seen the report yet.

Here is what we don’t know but yet
this body demanded in the last CR to
be able to get from DHS. We demanded
to know crazy things like this: the
number of lawful U.S. permanent resi-
dents who were evacuated out of Af-
ghanistan. We don’t have that number
yet. We don’t know how many were
special immigrant visa holders. We
don’t know how many were actually
applicants for special immigrant visas.
We don’t know the number that had
any other immigrant status. We don’t
know the number who actually worked
for our government who were actually
evacuated. We have not been told al-
though we demanded to have it by No-
vember 30.

We don’t know the number of people
who work for a partner government or
any other entity that we were affili-
ated with although we asked for that.
We don’t know the number of people
who actually came through the process
and then were later determined to be
security threats to the United States
and had slipped through the process.
We asked for that. We asked for that to
come in by November 30. That has not
been turned over.

We asked for the number of people
who were getting paroled and their pa-
role was then terminated because of
some other criminal activity or some-
thing else. We asked for that. That is a
number they have. They have not
turned that number over.

We asked for even the number of
interviews that had been conducted.
We have yet to receive that. In fact,
there has not been a single public hear-
ing in the Senate on Afghan refugees—
not one. So not only have we not re-
ceived anything in writing, we have
not even received any testimony from
anyone from DHS on this.

Listen, we gave DHS $6 billion and
said: We are going to allocate this
money to you. We just want to know
who we are allocating it to and what it
is going to be used for.

That doesn’t seem unreasonable. But
not only is this body not holding DHS
accountable for not answering our
questions, we are handing them $7 bil-
lion more tonight. Does anyone else see
this as an issue?

I am all for keeping the government
open, but this body has a responsibility
of oversight. We have pretended we are
doing oversight, but we are actually
not doing oversight—not a hearing, not
a report, nothing. Thirteen billion dol-
lars.

So, yes, I am going to oppose the CR
tonight. I am not holding up the vote.
I understand full well the responsi-
bility of all 100 of us to put ourselves
on the record. But if we are going to
actually say we are going to do over-
sight, let’s actually do oversight.
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It is not unreasonable, when we all
agree these are the facts and figures
that should come from DHS to just tell
us what is going on with the Afghan
refugees, that we actually expect they
are going to turn those things over.

So in the days ahead, I hope we will
actually hold a hearing and actually
get the facts. I hope we will actually
demand that they turn over to us what
we have required, and I hope we get a
full accounting of how they are spend-
ing $13 billion on what we understand
were 69,000 people, most of whom have
not even been moved in and across the
United States yet—$13 billion.

With that, I yield floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois.

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate consider the following nomination:
Executive Calendar No. 438, C.B.
Sullenberger III, for the rank of Am-
bassador during his tenure of service as
Representative of the United States of
America on the Council of the Inter-
national Civil Aviation Organization.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There
being no objection, the clerk will re-
port.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of C.B.
Sullenberger III, of Texas, for the rank
of Ambassador during his tenure of
service as Representative of the United
States of America on the Council of the
International Civil Aviation Organiza-
tion.

Thereupon, the Senate proceeded to
consider the nomination.

Ms. DUCKWORTH. I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate vote on the
nomination without intervening action
or debate and that if confirmed, the
motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table, all with-
out intervening action or debate; that
no further motions be in order to the
nomination; that any statements re-
lated to the nomination be printed in
the RECORD; and that the President be
immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Sullenberger
nomination?

The nomination was confirmed.

Ms. DUCKWORTH. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it is my
hope that soon the Senate might be
able to vote on a bipartisan agreement
to keep the government open and fund-
ed through February 18.

I know both parties are working on
that agreement right now. I wish those
who are doing it good luck. I have cer-
tainly been working hard with the Ap-
propriations Committee to help on that
as have others. In fact, the only thing
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worse than running the government
under a continuing resolution, a CR, is
a government shutdown. A shutdown
only hurts the American people. We
know last time we had one, it wasted
billions in taxpayer dollars.

And with the agreement that I an-
ticipate, I am glad that the bill will in-
clude critical funding to support Af-
ghan refugees as we help them get re-
settled here in the TUnited States.
These brave women and men were our
allies through 20 years of war. We have
an obligation to support them as they
begin their new lives.

I am not giving this speech as some
kind of a victory lap. We are 2 months
into the fiscal year, and we appear no
closer to getting an agreement on full-
year appropriations bills.

Now, if we vote on this, which I hope
we will soon, we are buying time to
complete these negotiations, and we
have to complete these negotiations. It
is not a matter of whether we should;
we have to. But in order to complete
these negotiations, we have to begin
them. We have to have both sides rep-
resented at the table. My Republican
colleagues, to this day, have not come
to the table. I have been talking to
many of them, and I am hoping they
will because the American people de-
serve better than that from their elect-
ed officials. They expect to see both
Democrats and Republicans sitting
down negotiating—no matter how we
vote in the end, that we are working on
coming to something that will be voted
on.

On October 18, nearly a month and a
half ago, Senate Democrats released a
comprehensive offer in an effort to
jump-start these negotiations. We
wanted to let all Senators—both par-
ties but especially our Republican col-
leagues and the American people—
know our values. Since then, it has
been very, very quiet. We haven’t heard
any response.

Let me tell you about our offer. I be-
lieve the offer was fair. I talked with
Senators across the political spectrum.
We provided a 5-percent increase for
defense programs compared to last fis-
cal year and a 13-percent increase for
all other programs. I took that 5 per-
cent because it is exactly the amount
passed by a 25-to-1 vote by the Senate
Armed Services Committee. It cer-
tainly is significantly higher than the
1.7-percent increase for defense pro-
posed by the Biden administration, and
the amount is lower than the 16 per-
cent the administration proposed for
nondefense programs, even though I
would like that 16 percent. But it is
called compromise. We took from one;
we gave to the other. It is compromise.
It is how you get things done. Nobody
gets every single thing they want, even
if you are chairman of the Senate Ap-
propriations Committee.

As I mentioned earlier, the 5 percent
wasn’t something I picked out of thin
air. It was the exact amount contained
in the fiscal year 2022 National Defense
Authorization Act, NDAA, that is be-
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fore the Senate this week and again re-
ported from the Senate Armed Services
Committee. I think it was 24 to 1, but
it was overwhelming.

The work on that bill has fallen due
to Republican obstructionism over a
series of amendments. To be clear
though, none of the amendments Re-
publicans are fighting for on the NDAA
would increase total spending in the
bill. That is because the 5-percent in-
crease has bipartisan, bicameral sup-
port—Republicans and Democrats, both
in the House and the Senate. That is
the percentage they agreed to. Repub-
licans unanimously endorsed the 5-per-
cent increase when the NDAA was
marked up in the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee. And the 5-percent in-
crease passed overwhelmingly in the
House when they considered the NDAA
over 2 months ago.

I have been here for 47 years. This is
as close to consensus as we can get—
unanimous and near-unanimous votes.
So I have to ask, why not take yes for
an answer? If I was a cynical person, I
would think this delay was deliberate.
If I was a cynical person, I would think
this delay was meant to drive us into a
full-year continuing resolution. If I was
a cynical person, I would think that be-
cause some in the Republican Party
have even expressed this desire out
loud.

But for a party that claims to care
about our Nation’s defense, I suggest
they do the math. A full-year CR would
not only reduce defense spending in-
stead of increasing it, it would reduce
it by $37 billion compared to the levels
set forth in the NDAA that they voted
for unanimously. Actually, it would
cut defense spending below last year’s
level.

So stop the hyperbole. Stop the rhet-
oric. Deal with the reality. I have to
ask those Republicans who are advo-
cating for a full-year CR is their sup-
port for our Nation’s security merely
political theater? I hope not because
what they are asking for is a tremen-
dous cut in defense, not an increase.

But also I look at the nondefense
area. The impact a full-year CR would
have on American families in all cor-
ners of this country is equally unthink-
able. Housing, education, childcare,
critical healthcare programs—every
one of these are at risk under a full-
year continuing resolution. I can’t pos-
sibly imagine that any Senator of ei-
ther party is going to go home and say:
Oh, I support huge cuts in housing,
education, childcare, critical
healthcare programs. I cannot possibly
believe that is an outcome the other
side would endorse, but that is what
they are asking for in a CR.

Every week, it seems I receive letters
from advocacy groups and industry as-
sociations—both those normally asso-
ciated with Republican positions and
those normally associated with Demo-
cratic positions—and they all say the
same thing. They detail the problems
that would come from the full-year CR
and ask us to do our job and enact full-
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year bills. Among those, they include
the National Defense Industrial Asso-
ciation, the Aerospace Industries Asso-
ciation, numerous veterans groups—all
groups we say we support.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that four of these letters be print-
ed in the RECORD at the end of my re-
marks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LEAHY. These four letters and
others expressing concern can be found
online at https:/
www.appropriations.senate.gov/
download/advocacy-and-industry-
group-letters.

Let me be clear. Refusing to come to
the negotiating table undermines na-
tional security and inhibits our ability
to invest in American families, im-
pedes our capability to respond to the
coronavirus and what we now see as
emerging variants—which I am sure
the Presiding Officer hears in his
State, I hear in my State, and I guar-
antee you in the other 48 States, every
Senator is hearing about that concern.

But also there are 100 of us. We are
elected to represent the whole country,
325 million Americans. We are elected
to do our job. If we don’t do it, it is ir-
responsible. That is the reason we are
here today kicking the can down the
road another 2 months.

Let’s stand and vote yes or no on
these issues. We have a job to do. The
bill we will soon vote on, which I ex-
pect will be coming over soon from the
House, gives us roughly 2 months to do
it, and that is plenty of time.

But I would ask the Republican lead-
ership to step up and engage, and I
hope they will do it in the next few
weeks.

I am prepared any day—any day, any
weekend, any evening, any morning,
whenever—if we could do this. Other-
wise, we are going to be back here Feb-
ruary 18, and the American people, no
matter what party they belong to, are
going to say: What are you folks doing?
Where is this legislation?

So when the bill comes over, I urge
my colleagues to vote aye on the bill,
but I urge my Republican colleagues to
work with me and with the House to
ensure that we do not have to pass an-
other one in February.

I have talked with Members of the
Republican Party and the Democratic
Party. They will tell me privately they
are willing to work, they want to work,
and they want to get it done. I appre-
ciate that, but now is the time to step
up and do it. I think we can. I hope we
will.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

NATIONAL DEFENSE
INDUSTRIAL ASSOCIATION,
Arlington, VA, November 1, 2021.

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY, CHAIRWOMAN
DELAURO AND RANKING MEMBERS SHELBY AND
GRANGER: On behalf of the thousands of com-
panies represented by the National Defense
Industrial Association (NDIA) and across the
defense industrial base, we write to request
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the expedited completion of the defense ap-
propriation bill. While we applaud the bipar-
tisan effort to pass a continuing resolution
(CR) and avoid a government shutdown, it is
a poor stand-in for the full-year appropria-
tions desperately needed by our warfighters
and those who provide them with the equip-
ment and services that enable their mission.

We cannot stress enough the importance of
the defense appropriations bill to our na-
tional security and to a healthy defense in-
dustrial base. The limbo caused under CRs
wastes precious time and money our nation
cannot recover. Delayed new starts and ini-
tiatives place a strain on companies and
their workforce, particularly as they recali-
brate operations to a post-pandemic normal.
Our nation’s competitors face no similar
challenges putting us at a competitive dis-
advantage, particularly with emerging tech-
nologies, and place our supply chains at in-
creasing risk, something we cannot afford
after the nearly two years of pandemic im-
pacts.

Doing business with the Federal Govern-
ment is already hard. The tomes of regula-
tions, burdensome business requirements,
sometimes Kafkaesque contracting and over-
sight procedures, and compressed margins
have combined to drive businesses out of the
defense sector with a net outflow of well over
10,000 companies since 2011 and, as noted in
our annual Vital Signs report, a halving of
new entrants to the sector between fiscal
2019 and fiscal 2020 alone. Add to that the un-
certainty of ‘“‘if and when’ a full-year de-
fense appropriations gets signed into law,
more companies will reassess their participa-
tion in the defense industrial base. The ulti-
mate price of this is paid by our warfighters
who will lose out on innovations and new ca-
pabilities not delivered.

The inefficiencies caused by beginning 12
of the last 13 fiscal years without full-year
funding have cost the military services bil-
lions lost in inefficient expenditures and pro-
gram delays. Also, delayed contract starts
challenge larger contractors while threaten
the existence of smaller prime contractors
and small businesses down the supply chain.
The effect of that has a human face and a
long-term impact. To execute a new-start
contract, a company must recruit, hire, and
train a workforce despite a tight labor mar-
ket and a shortage of workers with the re-
quired security clearance. Faced with a de-
layed start, that company must now choose
between two bad options, either pay that
workforce to stand idle or let those workers
go-both of which could lead to contract or
business failure and undelivered capabilities
to our service members.

With no full-year funding, we cannot afford
to go too long without hampering readiness
recovery efforts, delaying capabilities to our
warfighters, and postponing investments in
advanced technologies while allowing our de-
fense industrial base to erode. NDIA supports
a bipartisan agreement on domestic and na-
tional security spending and encourages the
adoption of a two-year budget to prevent an-
other year of budget instability and to pro-
vide the needed support to the Department
of Defense for their critical missions.

We appreciate your attention to this crit-
ical issue and look forward to working with
your Committees moving forward.

Very respectfully,
HERBERT J. CARLISLE,
General, USAF (Ret),
President and CEO,
National Defense In-
dustrial Association.
ARNOLD L. PUNARO,
MajGen, USMC (Ret)
Chairman  of the
Board, National De-
fense Industrial As-
sociation.
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AEROSPACE INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION,
November 2, 2021.

DEAR MAJORITY LEADER SCHUMER, SPEAKER
PELOSI, RANKING MEMBER MCCONNELL, AND
RANKING MEMBER MCCARTHY: The United
States aerospace and defense industries are
an essential partner with the federal govern-
ment in an array of efforts vital to our econ-
omy and our national security. BEach fall,
that partnership is tested when those pro-
grams are slowed down or deferred by the use
of multiple continuing resolutions (CR) to
keep the government running. On behalf of
our vital industries and our more than two
million employees, the Aerospace Industries
Association (AIA) strongly urges you to
reach a near-term agreement on fiscal year
2022 funding to avoid further CRs beyond De-
cember 3, 2021.

Government watchdogs continue to docu-
ment the waste and unnecessary disruption
that CRs cause to federal programs. Multiple
agencies advised the Government Account-
ability Office (GAO) in a 2021 report that
longer CRs ‘‘contributed to distortions in
agencies’ spending, adding to the rush to ob-
ligate funds late in the year before they ex-
pire.” The GAO determined that contracting
officers working under a CR must continu-
ously align the period of performance under
their contracts to the specific timeframe of
a given CR, resulting in many unnecessary
contract modifications during the year. Hir-
ing of new civilian staff is also delayed, mak-
ing it harder for agencies to meet their
goals. The GAO notes that agencies apply
creative workarounds in the first quarter of
each fiscal year, because they assume that
appropriations bills will not be in place by
the beginning of the fiscal year. However,
these effects become far more serious, and
agency staff have fewer options, when CRs
continue into the second quarter and beyond.

The Department of Defense (DOD) is
uniquely harmed under CRs because these
bills typically prohibit DOD from starting
new programs or activities or increasing any
program’s production rate beyond that of the
current fiscal year. Both ‘new starts’ and
rate increases are critical for our national
defense because our defense posture and
threats are always evolving. As CRs extend
to longer periods during the year, this is an
increasing problem for which DOD seldom
gets relief. DOD reported to the GAO that
between FY10 and FY20, they had requested
exceptions to CR language (called ‘‘anoma-
lies’’) 1,258 times and had only been granted
three percent of those requests. Most of
these requested relief from the prohibition
on new starts and rate increases. We strong-
ly believe that, should Congress produce CRs
extending into the second quarter of FY22, it
should eliminate the prohibition on new
starts and production rate increases.

FY22 is the first year in a decade when dis-
cretionary spending levels have not been
fixed in statute by the Budget Control Act.
ATA has long argued that statutory caps are
not needed because Congress and the admin-
istration are able to assess and address the
needs of the nation more effectively, and
with greater oversight, through the annual
appropriations process. Last year, Congress
enacted all 12 full year appropriations bills
by December 27. If Congress fails to once
again enact full-year appropriations bills, or
continues running the government into 2022
under continuing resolutions, it will send the
wrong signal to the government’s partners,
like those in our industry. We count on sta-
ble, reliable and adequate funding to support
the critical capabilities that we provide for
all Americans.

Like other industries, COVID-19 took a se-
rious toll on our workforce and the thou-
sands of small- and medium-sized businesses
along the supply chain that are at the heart
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of the aerospace and defense industries. More
than ever, businesses across all industries
need predictability and consistency.

We again ask that you ensure that all gov-
ernment programs receive full Fiscal Year
2022 funding on or before December 3, 2021.

Sincerely,
ERIC FANNING,
President and CEO, Aerospace
Industries Association.
COALITION ON HUMAN NEEDS,
November 24, 2021.

DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY: On behalf of the
Coalition on Human Needs, I am writing to
strongly urge you to do everything in your
power to enact omnibus FY 2022 appropria-
tions legislation including all 12 sub-
committee bills, and thank you for your
leadership towards this end. Our nation
badly needs the increased funding provided
in the Senate and House Appropriations
Committee bills. We face many increased
needs, a great many exacerbated by the pan-
demic and its economic dislocations. For
more than a decade, funding levels for vital
human needs programs have shrunk, espe-
cially taking inflation into account. If Con-
gress fails to enact omnibus appropriations
legislation and instead defaults to a long-
term continuing resolution (CR) with flat
funding, we will seriously damage our capac-
ity to respond to the multiple public health
and economic crises we face.

Members of the Coalition on Human Needs,
including human service provider organiza-
tions, faith groups, labor, civil rights, policy
experts and other advocates concerned with
meeting the needs of people with low in-
comes, enthusiastically welcomed the fund-
ing levels provided in the Biden FY 2022
budget and the House and Senate Appropria-
tions Committees. We have tracked nearly
200 human needs programs over the past dec-
ade. Between FYs 2010 and 2020, we found
that two-thirds of these programs, covering
health care, housing, nutrition, social serv-
ices, education, training, and more, had lost
ground, taking inflation into account. In the
past year, we have begun to rebuild. But the
needs are also growing.

We now face rising prices affecting neces-
sities including utilities, food, and rent. Flat
funding from a prolonged CR would fail our
people by not providing needed increases in
programs such as the Low Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Program (LIHEAP). The
Senate Labor-Health and Human Services-
Education Subcommittee-introduced bill in-
creases funding by $175 million. This is too
modest when taking into account that nat-
ural gas heating costs are projected to rise
by 30 percent this winter and heating oil is
expected to rise by 43 percent; flat funding
would be wholly inadequate. Nutrition pro-
grams will also need funding increases be-
cause of rising food prices. The Senate
Labor-HHS-Education Subcommittee pro-
posal includes $576 million for home-deliv-
ered meals for seniors, an increase of $300
million above the FY 2021 enacted level. Re-
sponding to a serious increase in people ex-
periencing homelessness, the Senate Trans-
portation-Housing and Urban Development
Subcommittee-introduced bill would in-
crease Homelessness Assistance programs to
$3.26 billion, $260 million more than FY 2021.
These funds would expand services for home-
less youth and people fleeing from domestic
violence, and would provide additional per-
manent housing for chronically unhoused
people. While the Senate Subcommittee bill
would cover current rental voucher program
costs, the House bill would expand rental as-
sistance to 125,000 additional households.
These increases are vitally needed. For the
first 11 months of this year, median one-bed-
room apartment rents rose 12.1 percent; for
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two-bedroom units, the median increase was
13.2 percent. In the previous two years, me-
dian rent increases were less than 1 percent.
Flat funding for housing and homelessness
programs would be simply unacceptable.

We have for some time faced a substance
use crisis, and have reached 100,000 deaths
from opioid overdoses already this year, up
from about 93,000 in 2020. The Senate funding
level for the Substance Abuse and Mental
Health Services Administration (SAMHSA)
is $9.1 billion, $3.1 billion more than funding
in FY 2021. Without this substantial in-
crease, we will not be able to cope with the
continuing rise in opioid addiction.

The pandemic has markedly increased
mental health problems. From August 2020
to February 2021, the CDC reported an in-
crease in adults with anxiety or depressive
disorders, from 36.4 percent to 41.5 percent,
and reports rose of unmet mental health care
needs. The proposed SAMHSA funding levels
allow us to respond more adequately. The
Senate Labor-HHS-Education Subcommittee
proposal would increase mental health serv-
ices overall to $2.97 billion, an increase of
nearly $1.2 billion over FY 2021. In par-
ticular, the Senate Subcommittee bill more
than doubles funding for the Mental Health
Block Grant, to $1.58 billion for FY 2022. The
House-passed funding for Labor-HHS-Edu-
cation makes a welcome increase in Chil-
dren’s Mental Health funding, stopping the
inflation-driven erosion that caused a 14 per-
cent reduction from FY 2010 to FY 2020. We
must not return to flat funding when the
pandemic has adversely affected the mental
health of millions of children and adults.

Over the past decade, we allowed our pub-
lic health capacity to diminish, and as a con-
sequence we were not ready to cope with
COVID-19. The Senate Labor-HHS-Education
Subcommittee appropriations bill increases
the Centers for Disease Control about $1.85
billion over the current year, allowing for
the agency to rebuild so that it can more ef-
fectively respond to COVID-19 and future
health threats.

We know our economy is hampered by a
mismatch between jobs available and people
with the skills to fill those positions. FY 2022
appropriations proposals include increases in
Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act
programs (WIOA), YouthBuild, Registered
Apprenticeships, and Reintegration of Ex-Of-
fender programs, as well as a new National
Youth Employment Program. These will lead
to jobs with higher pay and broadly shared
economic growth. These increases are needed
to overcome a ten-year 17 percent reduction
in WIOA programs and to move us forward.

There are too many important programs to
list here. But we do wish to underscore that
children have experienced many hardships
during the pandemic, including unprece-
dented losses in education and alarming in-
creases in reports of households with chil-
dren sometimes or often not having enough
to eat. The historic increases proposed in
Title I K-12 education for students with low
incomes and in special education funding are
urgently needed to help children overcome
the educational setbacks they have experi-
enced. Title I spending rises by at least $16.6
billion over FY 2021, and there will be a $2.6
billion increase in IDEA state grants for
more than 7.6 million students with disabil-
ities.

The FY 2022 appropriations bills drawn up
in the House and/or Senate include many im-
portant funding increases to help families
care for their children. Funding for the
Women, Infants and Children (WIC) nutrition
program must accommodate an increase in
benefits that was extended through the end
of December in the current Continuing Reso-
lution, and must not be allowed to expire at
that time. In addition to the mental health,
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housing, nutrition, and education funding al-
ready mentioned here, there are badly need-
ed increases in child care, Head Start, early
learning programs, and child abuse preven-
tion and treatment programs. There are also
urgently needed increases in funds to care
for unaccompanied migrant children: at $4.9
billion, a $3.6 billion increase over FY 2021 in
the Senate Labor-HHS-Education Sub-
committee bill.

The nation’s recovery depends on strength-
ening a host of domestic programs that have
been allowed to shrink for years, not just to
get to where they had been before, but to re-
spond to needs far greater because of the
pandemic and its global economic disloca-
tions. A long-term continuing resolution
would be a severe failure to address these
needs. We strongly urge you to enact omni-
bus appropriations legislation including all
twelve bills as soon as possible.

Sincerely,
DEBORAH WEINSTEIN,
Executive Director.
NOVEMBER 10, 2021.

DEAR MAJORITY LEADER SCHUMER AND MI-
NORITY LEADER MCCONNELL: On behalf of the
millions of veterans our organizations rep-
resent, we write to express serious concerns
about reports that the Senate is considering
approving a full-year continuing resolution
to fund the federal government for the re-
mainder of fiscal year 2022, which would have
significant negative consequences for vet-
erans, their families, caregivers and sur-
vivors. Therefore, we are asking that you
work together to ensure that veterans pro-
grams, benefits and medical services receive
the full level of funding for fiscal year 2022
that was approved with strong bipartisan
support (256 to 5) by the Senate Appropria-
tions Committee in August.

As you know, Congress approved and the
President signed a short-term continuing
resolution (Public Law 117-43) on September
30th to fund the federal government through
December 3, 2021, extending funding at the
levels previously enacted in fiscal year 2021
appropriations legislation. Funding for De-
partment of Veterans Affairs (VA) medical
care and benefit payments for fiscal year 2022
was previously approved in December 2020 as
advance appropriations in Division J (Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs) of
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2021,
Public Law 116-260. However, the advance ap-
propriations process only works properly if
funding levels are adjusted to address in-
creased demand for benefits and services as
part of the following year’s regular appro-
priations process, as is necessary for fiscal
year 2022. Further, if Congress passes a full-
year continuing resolution, all other pro-
grams, services and benefits would remain
funded at fiscal year 2021 levels, which would
fall short of the anticipated needs.

For example, a full-year continuing resolu-
tion could result in an estimated $7 billion
shortfall in funding for mandatory com-
pensation and pension benefits, in large part
due to an increased number of benefit claims
resulting from congressional approval of new
diseases related to Agent Orange exposure
for Vietnam veterans.

In addition, the time it takes to process
these and other claims for benefits would be
significantly increased without the $300 mil-
lion increase for the Veterans Benefits Ad-
ministration approved by the Senate Appro-
priations Committee. Similarly, reductions
from the Committee-approved levels for the
Board of Veterans’ Appeals and the National
Cemetery Administration would negatively
impact veterans and their survivors seeking
their services and benefits.

Enacting a full-year continuing resolution
would also negatively hamper veterans’ abil-
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ity to receive timely medical care absent the
$3.3 billion increase for Veterans Medical
Community Care approved by the Senate
Committee. VA’s critical Medical and Pros-
thetic Research programs would be cut by
$67 million and funding to support VA’s
health care infrastructure would be cut $450
million below the levels approved by the
Committee if Congress passes a full-year
continuing resolution.

As leaders of the Senate, we call on you to
reject consideration of a full-year continuing
resolution that would reduce veterans’ fund-
ing below what has already been approved in
an overwhelming bipartisan vote of the Sen-
ate Appropriations Committee. Instead, we
ask that you use your influence to ensure
that the Senate completes consideration of
the fiscal year 2022 appropriations so that
veterans, their families, caregivers and sur-
vivors have timely access to all the benefits,
services and medical care they have earned.

Respectfully,
LAWRENCE W. MONTREUIL,
National Legislative

Director, The Amer-
ican Legion.
Joy J. LLEM,

National Legislative
Director, DAV (Dis-
abled American Vet-
erans).

ToM PORTER,

Executive Vice Presi-
dent, Government
Affairs, Iraq and Af-
ghanistan Veterans
of America.

HEATHER ANSLEY, EsQ.,

MSW,

Associate Ezxecutive
Director of Govern-
ment Relations, Par-
alyzed Veterans of
America.

PATRICK MURRAY,

Director, National
Legislative Service,
Veterans of Foreign
Wars.

DAN MERRY,

Colonel, USAF (Ret),
Vice President for
Government Rela-
tions, Military Offi-
cers Association of
America.

SHARON HODGE,

Director for Policy and
Government Affairs,
Vietnam Veterans of
America.

BRIAN DEMPSEY,

Government Affairs
Director, Wounded
Warrior Project.

Mr. LEAHY. I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
OSSorF). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—H.R. 6119

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate re-
sume legislative session and proceed to
the immediate consideration of H.R.
6119, which was received from the
House and is at the desk; that the only
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amendment in order be Marshall-Lee
No. 4868; that Senator LEE be recog-
nized to speak for up to 10 minutes and
that, following his remarks, the Senate
vote on the Marshall amendment; that
upon disposition of the Marshall
amendment, the bill shall be consid-
ered read a third time and the Senate
vote on passage of the bill, as amended,
if amended, with 60 affirmative votes
required for passage; that there be 6
minutes for debate equally divided in
the usual form prior to each vote, all
without further intervening action or
debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I am
pleased to announce that an agreement
has been reached between Democrats
and Republicans that will allow the
Senate to take up and pass the con-
tinuing resolution to fund the govern-
ment through February 18. With this
agreement, there will be no govern-
ment shutdown, and I appreciate the
work of my colleagues from both sides
of the aisle, including Leader McCON-
NELL, to reach this point. The good, bi-
partisan work that produced this
agreement will give appropriators in
both parties and in both Chambers
time to reach a comprehensive agree-
ment on appropriations by February 18
of next year.

I am glad that, in the end, cooler
heads prevailed. The government will
stay open. I thank the Members of this
Chamber for walking us back from the
brink of an avoidable, needless, and
costly shutdown.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

FURTHER EXTENDING
GOVERNMENT FUNDING ACT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session and proceed to
the consideration of H.R. 6119, which
the clerk will report.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 6119) making further con-
tinuing appropriations for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2022, and for other pur-
poses.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

AMENDMENT NO. 4868

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, 45 million
Americans, 45 million hard-working
moms and dads, neighbors, and friends
are being threatened right now with
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losing their jobs. They are being
threatened not due to cyclical eco-
nomic conditions, not because jobs
aren’t available, not because of some
war or other calamity; their jobs are
being threatened by their own govern-
ment—a government that has chosen
to tell them if they don’t comply with
a Presidential medical orthodoxy, they
will be fired.

This is unfortunate. This is most un-
fortunate. It is most unfortunate that
this power has been exercised this way.
The President doesn’t have that power.
Congress hasn’t given the President
that power. Congress doesn’t have that
power to begin with. This is not a
power that belongs in the Federal Gov-
ernment to begin with.

As a result of that, 45 million Ameri-
cans are being threatened with their
jobs. They are being forced to choose
between an unwanted medical proce-
dure and losing their job.

Look, I want to be very clear. I have
been vaccinated. My family has been
vaccinated. I believe the development
of the vaccine is something of a mod-
ern medical miracle. I am grateful for
the vaccine. I think the vaccine is help-
ing Americans be safe from the effects
of COVID. It is not the government’s
job. It is not within government’s au-
thority to tell people that they must
be vaccinated, and if they don’t get
vaccinated, they will get fired.

It is wrong. It is immoral. You don’t
tell someone that if they don’t do ex-
actly what you want them to do, that
they are going to lose their job. The
American people overwhelmingly
agree.

In fact, according to a recent Axios
poll, only 14 percent of all Americans
agree with the President of the United
States that if someone declines to get
the jab, they should lose their job.

Now, this is a huge percentage of the
workforce in many States—most
States, in fact. Somewhere between a
quarter and a third of all workers are
now being faced with the possibility of
losing their job because of these vac-
cine mandates. This, at a time when
Americans are struggling just to put
food on the table, in part, because we
have a government that is spending too
much money it doesn’t have.

It is churning up money, printing it,
in effect, in a way that results in ramp-
ant inflation; in a way that makes lim-
ited paychecks go less far, less capable
of buying bread to put on the table.
And amidst all of this government-
manufactured crisis, government is
making it worse; threatening to not
just make that paycheck go even less
far than it already does because of gov-
ernment but to take it away alto-
gether. That is not kind; that is not
the neighborly way in which we like to
do things; it is not moral; and it is not
constitutional.

Look, it is tragic that this many
Americans have to have their jobs
threatened as a result of a Presidential
temper tantrum. There is nothing
about it that is OK. Deep down, we all
know that it is not OK.
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I will tell you, there is another thing
that is not OK. It is not OK that those
who want to take away those jobs,
those who are just fine with the Presi-
dent exercising this authority fought
tooth and nail to prevent the U.S. Sen-
ate from taking the vote that we are
preparing to take tonight, a simple
vote—a simple vote that simply allows
us to weigh in and decide whether or
not we are going to fund that part of
government, that feature of our gov-
ernment that is going to enforce the
vaccine mandate.

Those in this Chamber who shame-
fully were refusing over and over again
to let us even cast a vote on that sim-
ple measure threatened to shut down
all of government because they didn’t
want to have us have a chance, as the
people’s elected lawmakers, to decide
whether or not we should proceed with
vaccine mandate enforcement. They
would rather shut down the govern-
ment and make everything worse than
they would stand accountable for what
they are doing.

Fortunately, this part of the story at
least has a happy ending. We are going
to be able to vote on that tonight. We
are going to be able to vote on whether
or not we fund vaccine mandate en-
forcement at the Federal level.

This is wonderful. This is fantastic.
It should not have resulted in days and
days of shutdown threats and days and
days of deflection, accusing other peo-
ple of wanting to shut down the gov-
ernment when all we wanted to do was
have a vote, to give a chance to the
hard-working mom or dad, soldier, sail-
or, airman, or marine struggling to put
food on the table. That is all we want-
ed. And all they wanted to do is use it
as an excuse to deflect onto others that
which they are doing.

We can do better than this. We must
do better than this. The American peo-
ple deserve better than this. That is
why I am so glad and grateful that we
will be casting this vote tonight.

But know this: This issue is not
going away. I hope with everything in
me that when we cast this vote to-
night, that a majority of us will do the
right thing and that we will vote the
way that we know we should vote; that
we will stand with those people who
may lose their jobs. Thirty-one percent
of the workers in my State—and in
other States, it is higher. Thirty-nine
percent of the workers in West Virginia
stand to lose their jobs, 37 percent of
the workers in Alabama, 33 percent of
the workers in Georgia. In State after
State, you see hard-working moms and
dads being threatened.

This isn’t right. It is not even an au-
thority that the President has. It is not
authority that the Congress has. We
shouldn’t be doing this. Deep down, we
all know that is right. We also know
that some of these problems result
from the fact that when we fund the
government, we have made significant
mistakes as a result of the fact we have
allowed so many spending decisions to
be concentrated in one vote on one bill,
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such that all of government tends to be
funded or none of it gets funded.

Sometimes the only opportunity we
have to weigh in on a particular matter
of public policy, one affecting 45 mil-
lion American workers in this in-
stance—the only chance we have to do
that is on a spending bill, and we don’t
even get that chance unless we agree
we can vote on an amendment on that.
That should never result in a shutdown
threat.

When those threats are made, we
should acknowledge who is making
them. Never once has any one of us
wanted to shut down the government.
We wanted to give the American work-
er a chance for us to vote for them, a
chance for us to stand with them.

I urge—I implore—my colleagues:
Please join me in voting to protect the
American worker. Don’t take away the
job of hard-working Americans. Don’t
fire people because they are not in-
clined to adhere to Presidential med-
ical orthodoxy. Please support me in
this amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas.

AMENDMENT NO. 4868

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, I
call up my amendment No. 4868 and ask
that it be reported by number.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the amendment by
number.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARSHALL]
for himself and for Mr. LEE, proposes an
amendment numbered 4868.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To prohibit the use of Federal

funds for implementing or enforcing

COVID-19 vaccine mandates)

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. PROHIBITION ON FUNDING FOR

COVID-19 VACCINE MANDATES.

None of the funds appropriated or other-
wise made available under this Act may be
obligated or expended to—

(1) implement or enforce—

(A) section 1910.501 of title 29, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations (or a successor regulation);

(B) Executive Order 14042 of September 9,
2021 (86 Fed. Reg. 50985; relating to ensuring
adequate COVID safety protocols for Federal
contractors);

(C) Executive Order 14043 of September 9,
2021 (86 Fed. Reg. 50989; relating to requiring
Coronavirus Disease 2019 vaccination for
Federal employees);

(D) the interim final rule issued by the De-
partment of Health and Human Services on
November 5, 2021, entitled ‘‘Medicare and
Medicaid Programs; Omnibus COVID-19
Health Care Staff Vaccination’ (86 Fed. Reg.
61555); or

(E) the memorandum signed by the Sec-
retary of Defense on August 24, 2021, for
“Mandatory Coronavirus Disease 2019 Vac-
cination of Department of Defense Service
Members’’; or

(2) promulgate, implement, or enforce any
rule, regulation, or other agency statement,
that is substantially similar to a regulation,
Executive Order, rule, or memorandum de-
scribed in paragraph (1).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There
will now be 6 minutes of debate equally
divided prior to a vote on amendment
No. 4868.
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Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, this
amendment is simple. It prohibits
moneys from this bill to be used to
fund or enforce the White House’s
COVID vaccine mandates on the Amer-
ican people for the duration of the CR.

As a physician, I have always sup-
ported the vaccine, and I encourage
Americans to talk to their doctor
about getting vaccinated and about the
booster. But whether to receive the
vaccine or not is a personal choice. It
should not be mandated via unconsti-
tutional Executive actions that the ad-
ministration acknowledged earlier this
year they didn’t have the authority to
put in place.

No precedent exists in American his-
tory for punishing private employers
who don’t enforce government vaccine
edicts. As we all know, multiple Fed-
eral courts have put a stop to the
OSHA mandate, as well as the Federal
contractor and CMS mandates.

What is more, thank goodness, the
White House even delayed imple-
menting their mandate for Federal
workers until after the holidays. This
is an opportunity to right a wrong—for
each Member in this body to right a
wrong. Let’s get employers certainty
and employees peace of mind that they
will still have a job this new year.

Make no mistake, these vaccine man-
dates are not about public health or
science. If they were, the White House
would recognize the 92 percent of
Americans—92 percent of Americans—
who already built up immunity to this
virus between vaccines and natural im-
munity.

Beside me is a photo of upset union
workers in Topeka, KS. These are peo-
ple who keep our electricity on and
houses warm in the winter. These are
hard-working Americans who put their
lives on the line throughout the pan-
demic. Tonight, I am their voice. I am
their voice and I am proud to be here
to keep fighting for them, for their
families, and their right to earn a liv-
ing in this greatest country in the
world.

Tonight, I ask my colleagues to join
me in this fight and support our
amendment and avoid an economic
shutdown, avoid brownouts, further
supply chain disruptions, labor short-
ages, higher inflation, and weakening
our national security.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President,
COVID-19 has killed over 780,000 people
in our country. This pandemic has a
higher body count than any war we
have ever fought in, and it is not over.

We should be doing everything we
can to stop this virus. We should be
using every tool to keep America safe.
We all know the damage this virus can
do to our communities and to our econ-
omy. That is why the Biden adminis-
tration has taken steps to urge em-
ployers to make sure their employees
are fully vaccinated or test negative
for COVID-19 before they come to the
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workplace. That is a move that is wide-
ly popular with the American people.
No one wants to go to work and be wor-
ried they might come home to their
family with a deadly virus.

Even businesses support this step.
The Chamber of Commerce is urging
businesses to comply with the adminis-
tration’s emergency temporary stand-
ard. Perhaps, more importantly, it is a
move that will save lives. We have al-
ready seen these requirements have a
huge impact. In fact, many businesses
with vaccine requirements have seen
vaccine rates rise well above 90 per-
cent. OSHA estimates that the Federal
standard—which Republicans are fight-
ing to undermine—will help protect 84
million workers, prevent thousands of
deaths and over 200,000 hospitalizations
from COVID-19.

I do not understand why—after all
families have been through, after all
we have lost and all the hard work we
have done to rebuild—would anyone
want to throw that in jeopardy and
throw away one of the strongest tools
we have to get people vaccinated, keep
them safe, and end this pandemic once
and for all. It is senseless. It is reck-
less. I urge my colleagues to vote
against it.

I yield the rest of my time to the
Senator from Virginia.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise to
support the position of my colleague.

When you are unwilling to describe
something accurately, it betrays a
weakness in your position. I heard my
colleagues complain about the vaccine
mandate. It is not a vaccine mandate.
It is a vaccine or testing mandate. If
you don’t want to get a test—if you
don’t want to get a vaccine, don’t get a
vaccine. Get a test so you can go to
work each week without infecting your
colleagues with the deadly disease.

What my colleagues are asking is
that people be protected so that they
can go to work with a deadly disease,
infect coworkers, and still get a pay-
check—and still get a paycheck. If you
don’t want to get a vaccine, get a test.
If you are unwilling to protect your co-
workers, don’t demand a paycheck.

I urge my colleagues to oppose this
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. If you don’t want to get the
virus, get the vaccine.

The answer to someone not agreeing
to your medical advice is not to fire
them. It sure as heck isn’t to have the
President of the United States fine
every employer in America that
doesn’t want to do this, whether they
have religious objections or otherwise.
This is wrong. We know it is wrong. We
can stop this right now.

Please join me in opposing and tak-
ing down and refusing to fund for the
duration of this continuing resolution
that part of government charged with
enforcing this immoral, indefensible,
unconstitutional, and illegal mandate.
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VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 4868

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

Mr. MARSHALL. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY)
and the Senator from South Dakota
(Mr. THUNE).

The result was announced—yeas 48,
nays 50, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 476 Leg.]

YEAS—48
Barrasso Fischer Paul
Blackburn Graham Portman
Blunt Grassley Risch
Boozman Hawley Romney
Braun Hoeven Rounds
Burr Hyde-Smith Rubio
Capito Inhofe Sasse
Cassidy Johnson Scott (FL)
Collins Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cornyn Lankford Shelby
Cotton Lee Sullivan
Cramer Lummis Tillis
Crapo Marshall Toomey
Cruz McConnell Tuberville
Daines Moran Wicker
Ernst Murkowski Young
NAYS—50

Baldwin Hickenlooper Reed
Bennet Hirono Rosen
Blumenthal Kaine Sanders
Booker Kelly Schatz
Brown King Schumer
Cantwell Klobuchar Shaheen
gardln Eeahy Sinema

arper ujan Smith
Casey Manchin Stabenow
Coons Markey

Tester
Cortez Masto Menendez
Duckworth Merkley Van Hollen
Durbin Murphy Warner
Feinstein Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff Warren
Hassan Padilla Whitehouse
Heinrich Peters Wyden
NOT VOTING—2
Hagerty Thune
The amendment (No. 4868) was re-

jected.

(Mrs. MURRAY assumed the Chair.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KING). The clerk will read the bill by
title for the third time.

The bill was ordered to a third read-
ing and was read the third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There
will be 6 minutes of debate equally di-
vided prior to a vote on the passage of
the bill.

The Senator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I will be
very brief.

I will note that, as chairman of the
Appropriations Committee, this bill
was negotiated on a bipartisan-bi-
cameral basis to keep the government
open and operating until February 18.

I urge every Member to vote ‘‘aye.”
We have to pass it tonight, but I warn
and remind every Senator: It is not a
substitute for doing our work. We have
to use the next 2 months to negotiate
and enact full-year appropriations
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bills. I hope my Republican friends will
come to the table to negotiate toplines.
The Democrats have made a fair offer,
a strong offer, and we need a response.

So I thank Vice Chairman SHELBY for
his cooperation and hard work on this
bill. I look forward to working with
him, as I did earlier today, and will
continue to until we get an agreement
on a topline and all 12 appropriations
bills by February 18.

Let’s get to work and show the coun-
try the Senate can do its work.

I yield the floor.

VOTE ON H.R. 6119

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that all time
be yielded back.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

With all time having been yielded
back, the question is, Shall the bill
pass?

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, 1
ask for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas
and nays have been requested.

Is there a sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY),
the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr.
INHOFE), and the Senator from South
Dakota (Mr. THUNE).

The result was announced—yeas 69,
nays 28, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 477 Leg.]

YEAS—69
Baldwin Heinrich Portman
Bennet Hickenlooper Reed
Blumenthal Hirono Rosen
Blunt Hyde-Smith Rounds
Booker Kaine Rubio
Brown Kelly Sanders
Burr Kennedy Schatz
Cantwell King Schumer
Capito Klobuchar Shaheen
Cardin Leahy Shelby
Carper Lujan Sinema
Casey Manchin Smith
Cassidy Markey Stabenow
Collins McConnell Tester
Coons Menendez Tillis
Cornyn Merkley Van Hollen
Cortez Masto Moran Warner
Duckworth Murkowski Warnock
Durbin Murphy Warren
Feinstein Murray Whitehouse
Gillibrand Ossoff Wicker
Graham Padilla Wyden
Hassan Peters Young

NAYS—28
Barrasso Fischer Risch
Blackburn Grassley Romney
Boozman Hawley Sasse
Braun Hoeven Scott (FL)
Cotton Johnson Scott (SC)
Cramer Lankford Sullivan
Crapo Lee Toomey
Cruz Lummis :
Daines Marshall Tuberville
Ernst Paul

NOT VOTING—3

Hagerty Inhofe Thune

The bill (H.R. 6119) was passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I am
happy to let the American people know
the government remains open.
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(Applause.)
Mr. SCHUMER. Thank you.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to executive session to
consider Executive Calendar No. 567.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Jessica
Rosenworcel, of Connecticut, to be a
Member of the Federal Communica-
tions Commission for a term of five
years from July 1, 2020. (Reappoint-
ment)

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send
a cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 567, Jessica
Rosenworcel, of Connecticut, to be a Member
of the Federal Communications Commission
for a term of five years from July 1, 2020.
(Reappointment)

Charles E. Schumer, Richard
Blumenthal, Richard J. Durbin, Angus
S. King, Jr., Chris Van Hollen, Eliza-
beth Warren, Debbie Stabenow, Gary C.
Peters, Tammy Baldwin, Maria Cant-
well, Mark R. Warner, Benjamin L.
Cardin, Tammy Duckworth, Tina
Smith, Margaret Wood Hassan, Tim
Kaine, Patty Murray.

————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to legislative session.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.
The motion was agreed to.

———————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to executive session to
consider Executive Calendar No. 480.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Deirdre Ham-
ilton, of the District of Columbia, to be
a Member of the National Mediation
Board for a term expiring July 1, 2022.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send

a cloture motion to the desk.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 480, Deirdre
Hamilton, of the District of Columbia, to be
a Member of the National Mediation Board
for a term expiring July 1, 2022.

Charles E. Schumer, Richard
Blumenthal, Richard J. Durbin, Angus
S. King, Jr., Chris Van Hollen, Eliza-
beth Warren, Debbie Stabenow, Gary C.
Peters, Tammy Baldwin, Tina Smith,
Mark R. Warner, Benjamin I.. Cardin,
Tammy Duckworth, Margaret Wood
Hassan, Tim Kaine, Patrick J. Leahy,
Jeff Merkley, Sheldon Whitehouse,
Jack Reed.

————
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to legislative session.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.
The motion was agreed to.
——

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to executive session to
consider Executive Calendar No. 513.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Chris Magnus,
of Arizona, to be Commissioner of U.S.
Customs and Border Protection, De-
partment of Homeland Security.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send
a cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 513, Chris
Magnus, of Arizona, to be Commissioner of
U.S. Customs and Border Protection, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security.

Charles E. Schumer, Richard
Blumenthal, Richard J. Durbin, Angus
S. King, Jr., Chris Van Hollen, Eliza-
beth Warren, Debbie Stabenow, Gary C.
Peters, Tammy Baldwin, Maria Cant-
well, Mark R. Warner, Benjamin L.
Cardin, Tammy Duckworth, Tina
Smith, Margaret Wood Hassan, Tim
Kaine, Patty Murray.

Mr. SCHUMER. Finally, I ask unani-
mous consent that the mandatory
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quorum calls for the cloture motions
filed today, December 2, be waived and
that the cloture motions ripen at 5:30
p.m., Monday, December 6.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to legislative session.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.
The motion was agreed to.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to executive session to con-
sider the following nominations en
bloc: Calendar Nos. 543 and 544; that
the Senate vote on the nominations en
bloc without intervening action or de-
bate; that the motions to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table with no intervening action or de-
bate; that any statements related to
the nominations be printed in the
RECORD; and that the President be im-
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac-
tion, and the Senate resume legislative
session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nominations of
Larry D. Turner, of North Carolina, to
be Inspector General, Department of
Labor; and Sandra D. Bruce, of Dela-
ware, to be Inspector General, Depart-
ment of Education, en bloc?

The nominations were confirmed.

———
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will resume legislative session.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

NOTICE OF TIE VOTES UNDER
S. RES. 27

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to print the fol-
lowing letters in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC.
To the Secretary of the Senate:

PN999, the nomination of Charlotte N.
Sweeney, of Colorado, to be United States
District Judge for the District of Colorado,
having been referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary, the Committee, with a
quorum present, has voted on the nomina-
tion as follows—

(1) on the question of reporting the nomi-
nation favorably with the recommendation
that the nomination be confirmed, 11 ayes to
11 noes; and
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In accordance with section 3, paragraph
(1)(A) of S. Res. 27 of the 117th Congress, I
hereby give notice that the Committee has
not reported the nomination because of a tie
vote, and ask that this notice be printed in
the Record pursuant to the resolution.

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC.
To the Secretary of the Senate:

PN1170, the nomination of Hernan D. Vera,
of California, to be United States District
Judge for the Central District of California,
having been referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary, the Committee, with a
quorum present, has voted on the nomina-
tion as follows—

(1) on the question of reporting the nomi-
nation favorably with the recommendation
that the nomination be confirmed, 11 ayes to
11 noes; and

In accordance with section 3, paragraph
(1)(A) of S. Res. 27 of the 117th Congress, 1
hereby give notice that the Committee has
not reported the nomination because of a tie
vote, and ask that this notice be printed in
the Record pursuant to the resolution.

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC.
To the Secretary of the Senate:

PN1169, the nomination of Holly A. Thom-
as, of California, to be United States Circuit
Judge for the Ninth Circuit, having been re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary,
the Committee, with a quorum present, has
voted on the nomination as follows—

(1) on the question of reporting the nomi-
nation favorably with the recommendation
that the nomination be confirmed, 11 ayes to
11 noes; and

In accordance with section 3, paragraph
(1(A) of S. Res. 27 of the 117th Congress, 1
hereby give notice that the Committee has
not reported the nomination because of a tie
vote, and ask that this notice be printed in
the Record pursuant to the resolution.

————

TRIBUTE TO LIEUTENANT
COLONEL RENETTE HILTON

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. President, I rise
today to congratulate and thank Air
Force Lit. Col. Renette Hilton. Renette
has been serving as a Department of
Defense fellow in my office this year,
and she has been an asset to the people
of Arizona and the U.S. Congress.

Arizona is home to key parts of the
U.S. Air Force working every day to
keep our Nation safe and secure. Luke
Air Force Base is home to the world’s
largest fighter wing, the 56th Fighter
Wing, where they train on and operate
the F-35 Lightning. The F-35 is Amer-
ica’s preeminent fifth-generation fight-
er. Luke Air Force Base also trains pi-
lots for our partner nations, strength-
ening or relationship with and the se-
curity of our allies. Davis-Monthan Air
Force Base is similarly critical to our
national security. Davis-Monthan has a
diverse mission that includes search
and rescue, Air Force Southern Com-
mand, electronic warfare, and the
Aerospace Maintenance and Regenera-
tion Group. Arizona also has one of the
most capable Air National Guard units
in the country. They organize the busi-
est aerial refueling operation and con-
tinue to innovate to stay on the cut-
ting edge of Air Force capabilities.



S8908

In the year she has worked in my of-
fice, Renette has become an essential
member of the team and a valued con-
nection to the Air Force. She has
worked with my policy team to host
over 30 meetings with Arizona con-
stituents on a range of topics related
to the Nation’s defense. She has as-
sisted in making informed rec-
ommendations on confirmation votes,
cosponsorships, and hearing prepara-
tions. She has helped us draft thought-
ful and influential policy that I know
will help the servicemembers and fami-
lies of Arizona. Renette has been a
steadfast protector of Arizona military
missions and communities.

Moreover, Renette went above and
beyond to adapt to dynamic staffing in
my office. She led our defense team for
several months, including coordinating
with a legislative correspondent, policy
aide, and our defense outreach team
across three geographically dislocated
offices. In this role, she planned, orga-
nized, and directed a staff delegation to
multiple bases throughout Arizona and
engaged with senior leaders in the
military, as well as business, academic,
and community stakeholders. She also
successfully supported my requests to
the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2022.

I am incredibly proud of the work ac-
complished by Lieutenant Colonel Hil-
ton throughout this challenging year.
She has set an outstanding example for
others, and my team and I will miss
her.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

TRIBUTE TO BEN COOPER

e Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President,
today I rise to recognize Mr. Ben Coo-
per, a lifelong resident of West Hart-
ford, CT, and outstanding World War II
veteran who turns 100 on December 24,
2021.

Mr. Cooper was a freshman at The
George Washington University when
the United States entered World War
II. Eager to support his country, he
went to work at Colt’s Firearms in
Connecticut, where he tested machine
guns until he was drafted in September
1942. Mr. Cooper was sent for training
at Camp Barkeley. While on furlough,
he met his future wife, Dorothy, and
the two married when he received news
he was going to be sent overseas. Mr.
and Mrs. Cooper had four children and
celebrated their 65th wedding anniver-
sary shortly before Dorothy passed.

After boarding a liberty ship, Mr.
Cooper was assigned as a combat medic
to the U.S. Army’s 45th Infantry Divi-
sion, also known as the Thunderbird
Division, which was largely comprised
of Native American soldiers. They saw
combat in Italy, France, and Germany.
While in Europe, Mr. Cooper was in-
structed by his friends to keep his dog
tags in his pocket rather than around
his neck. They were labeled with an
“H” for Hebrew, indicating his Jewish
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faith, which could have led to harm if
he were captured by the Germans. In
April 1945, the 45th Infantry Division
received orders to secure a camp. As
Mr. Cooper explains, no one in the divi-
sion knew anything about the camp
other than their instructions to not
allow anyone to enter or exit.

When Mr. Cooper and his division ar-
rived at Dachau in southern Germany,
they witnessed scenes he describes as
“‘virtually unspeakable.”” He met the
survivors who were able to walk up to
him and was traumatized by what he
encountered. On April 29, 1945, the
30,000 prisoners were liberated by
American troops, including Mr. Cooper
and the 45th Infantry Division. In the
following days, the division helped cap-
ture Munich.

Though the division was sent to
France with the expectation of fighting
the Japanese, they were instead dis-
charged when the war ended before
they made it to the Pacific. Mr. Cooper
returned home to his family and did
not speak about Dachau to anyone for
45 years.

In 1990, Mr. Cooper shared his story
for the first time, speaking to a group
of students. From there, he started to
recount his experiences wherever it
could be helpful. For over three dec-
ades, Mr. Cooper has spoken to schools,
colleges, civic groups, and archival
projects, repeating his eyewitness ac-
count to make sure the realities of the
Holocaust are not forgotten.

His speaking engagements have led
to a number of remarkable events. At
the annual Holocaust commemoration
at the Connecticut State Capitol in
1996, he met a man who revealed he and
his wife were liberated from Dachau by
Mr. Cooper and his division. They rec-
ognized the Thunderbird logo on his
jacket. The two families became
friends, and in 2006, their son per-
formed open heart surgery for Mr. Coo-
per, who mused, ‘“‘what goes around
comes around.”’

In 2017, Mr. Cooper was inducted into
the Connecticut Veterans Hall of
Fame, and in 2019, he received the Le-
gion d’honneur, France’s highest mili-
tary merit. That same year, I had the
privilege of presenting Mr. Cooper with
a certificate of special recognition at
the Connecticut Veterans Memorial,
where he also received the Connecticut
Wartime Service Medal from the Con-
necticut Department of Veterans Af-
fairs.

Mr. Cooper’s lifetime of service and
advocacy serves as a model for all of
us. On his business cards is the motto
that guides him: ‘“No act of kindness,
no matter how small, is ever wasted.”

Mr. Cooper’s courage and compassion
will be an enduring legacy. I applaud
his many accomplishments and hope
my colleagues will join me in con-
gratulating Mr. Ben Cooper on this
milestone of his 100th birthday.e

———

TRIBUTE TO AVERY HERRMANN

e Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, I
rise today to honor and recognize a
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young Kansan who has truly gone
above and beyond to help others, Ms.
Avery Herrmann from Sabetha, KS.

Avery has been making jewelry since
2017 to help support the Kansas Honor
Flight. She first began designing jew-
elry after developing staphyloma in her
right eye. Doctors had told her and her
mother, Mary, that Avery should pick
up a hobby to help keep her motor
functions developing properly. Mary
had made jewelry herself as a child, so
she showed Avery the tools of the
trade, and she hasn’t stopped since.

For a while, Avery had kept up with
jewelry making for personal use, but
the death of her grandfather Robert in
2016 showed her what she could do to
make a difference with her skills. Rob-
ert was a Korean war veteran who had
previously gone on an Honor Flight
himself, which was one of his most
memorable experiences. After his pass-
ing, Avery started Abundant Love jew-
elry as a tribute to her grandfather and
a way to support veterans in her com-
munity. With this new business, she
began selling earrings online and at
various fundraising events. To date,
Avery has raised almost $7,000 through
Abundant Love.

Stories like Avery’s are what truly
show the best of Kansas. I have met
with countless veterans on Honor
Flights, and each has their own unique
and incredible experience like Robert.
Avery already is selfless in making and
selling her earrings to benefit Honor
Flight, but what truly makes this
project extraordinary is that she
doesn’t take a penny for herself. Every
single dollar made from Abundant Love
goes directly to Honor Flight’s benefit.
Whether she knows it or not, those vet-
erans appreciate what she does for
them, and I join them in showing my
appreciation for Avery. I now ask my
colleagues to join in me in recognizing
Avery for her outstanding service for
our Nation’s heroes.®

——————

TRIBUTE TO REVEREND ALVIN C.
HATHAWAY

e Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I
rise to pay tribute to a faith leader and
community activist from my home
State of Maryland who has recently
stepped down from his post as senior
pastor at Union Baptist Church: Rev-
erend Alvin C. Hathaway. I would like
to honor his service to the people of
Maryland and enter the details of his
journey into the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD so that current and future gen-
erations may learn from and study his
inspiring career.

The story of Reverend Hathaway’s
life is deeply bound to the story of
Union Baptist Church. Alvin Hathaway
grew up on Druid Hill Avenue in West
Baltimore in a family that believed
deeply in combining education and
service—four doors down from the
church itself—and he came of age in a
neighborhood shaped and nurtured by
faith. That community had cradled
other great leaders too—leaders who,
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like Reverend Hathaway, bent the arc
of history toward justice. Thurgood
Marshall had lived along the same ave-
nue where he grew up. The late great
Maryland Congressman Elijah Cum-
mings was one of his high school class-
mates. And at an early age, Reverend
Hathaway was mentored by another
legendary son of Baltimore City and
civil rights champion, Reverend
Vernon Dobson, with whom he helped
organize and found BUILD, Balti-
moreans United in Leadership Develop-
ment. That organization has been serv-
ing the people of Baltimore City for
over 40 years, helping to improve af-
fordable housing, create jobs, revitalize
neighborhoods, and so much more.

Through BUILD, Reverend Hathaway
left his mark on Baltimore City early
in his career, and his legacy of good
works will continue to endure through
that powerful organization. But he has
never been one to rest on his laurels,
and Reverend Hathaway continued
throughout his life to find new ways of
serving at the intersection of faith and
social justice—and of giving back to
the church and the community that
raised him. After earning a B.A. from
the McKendree University School of
Religion and an M.A. from Saint
Mary’s Seminary and University in
Baltimore, Reverend Hathaway pur-
sued a Ph.D. at the United Theological
Seminary in Ohio, and he chose the
history of Union Baptist Church as the
focus of his academic study. Through
his deep research into the narrative
and legacy of that church, Reverend
Hathaway became a steward of the
church’s culture, traditions, and val-
ues. I submit that no one knows Union
Baptist Church better than Reverend
Hathaway.

He then returned to Baltimore City,
becoming senior pastor of Union Bap-
tist in 2007, and he channeled his ef-
forts in that role toward renovating
the very traditions of the church that
he had studied and lived for so many
years. Reverend Hathaway marshalled
the full force of his religious wisdom
and oratorical gift to guide the West
Baltimore community forward,
through both good times and bad
times. His swelling sermons moved a
generation—and grew the faith.

But Reverend Hathaway learned
early that the duties of a faith leader
don’t end at the bricks of the church
walls. He took the values of his reli-
gious devotion and aimed them at the
ongoing fight to realize the full prom-
ise of civil rights and equal oppor-
tunity. His efforts have spanned issues
of health equity, civil rights, wages,
and employment, but perhaps his
greatest fight of them all has been
waged through his dedication to ex-
panding access to education. As senior
pastor, Reverend Hathaway was deeply
committed to bolstering the church’s
Head Start Program so more children
from the surrounding area could re-
ceive high-quality early education. I
have had the privilege of visiting the
Union Baptist Head Start with him to
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see, firsthand, the impact his work has
had on the community. Reverend
Hathaway’s legacy can be seen in the
wide smiles of the children who benefit
from that initiative—and who benefit
from his efforts to grow and strengthen
that vital program.

While senior pastor at Union Baptist,
Reverend Hathaway also served as a
longtime leader of Promise Heights, an
organization committed to improving
outcomes in West Baltimore’s Commu-
nity Schools. He has helped guide the
course of higher education through his
role on the board of the University of
Maryland Medical Center. He was an
early and outspoken advocate for
bridging the digital divide and nar-
rowing the homework gap so more stu-
dents could access the internet. And
even now, after his retirement, he is
leading the fight to transform the now
vacant lot of P.S. 103 in West Balti-
more into the Justice Thurgood Mar-
shall Center, which will focus on pro-
grams supporting education, justice,
and ethics.

He has done all this, and more, over
the course of an extraordinary career
marked by a commitment to his faith,
a dedication to the people of Baltimore
City, and a belief in the power of com-
munity. Though he has retired as the
leader of Union Baptist Church, I know
that he will carry on in the work that
has defined his tenure as senior pas-
tor—and defined his entire life. I am
proud to call him a full partner in the
work of building a more perfect union,
and I will continue standing shoulder-
to-shoulder with him in our shared en-
deavor to invest in the success of all.e

—————

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Swann, one of his
secretaries.

———————

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

In executive session the Presiding Of-
ficer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the TUnited
States submitting sundry nominations
which were referred to the appropriate
committees.

(The messages received today are
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)

————

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 10:57 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bills, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 2685. An act to direct the Assistant
Secretary of Commerce for Communications
and Information to submit to Congress a re-
port examining the cybersecurity of mobile
service networks, and for other purposes.

H.R. 4045. An act to direct the Federal
Communications Commission to establish a
task force to be known as the ‘“‘6G Task
Force’’, and for other purposes.
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H.R. 4055. An act to establish a cybersecu-
rity literacy campaign, and for other pur-
poses.

H.R. 4352. An act to amend the Act of June
18, 1934, to reaffirm the authority of the Sec-
retary of the Interior to take land into trust
for Indian Tribes, and for other purposes.

H.R. 5720. An act to amend the Ethics in
Government Act of 1978 to provide for a peri-
odic transaction reporting requirement for
Federal judicial officers and the online publi-
cation of financial disclosure reports of Fed-
eral judicial officers, and for other purposes.

At 5:54 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bill, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 6119. An act making further con-
tinuing appropriations for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2022, and for other pur-
poses.

———

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bills were read the first
and the second times by unanimous
consent, and referred as indicated:

H.R. 2685. An act to direct the Assistant
Secretary of Commerce for Communications
and Information to submit to Congress a re-
port examining the cybersecurity of mobile
service networks, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

H.R. 4045. An act to direct the Federal
Communications Commission to establish a
task force to be known as the “‘6G Task
Force” , and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

H.R. 4055. An act to establish a cybersecu-
rity literacy campaign, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

H.R. 4352. An act to amend the Act of June
18, 1934, to reaffirm the authority of the Sec-
retary of the Interior to take land into trust
for Indian Tribes, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

—————

MEASURES PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar:

S. 3299. A bill to prohibit the Department
of Defense from discharging or withholding
pay or benefits from members of the Na-
tional Guard based on COVID-19 vaccination
status.

———

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated:

EC-2692. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Hampton Roads Bridge-Tunnel Expan-
sion Project, Hampton/Norfolk, VA”
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2020-
0117)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2693. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal
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Aviation Administration, Department of
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Sikorsky Aircraft Corpora-
tion Helicopters; Amendment 39-21735"
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2021-0106))
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on November 17, 2021; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-2694. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal
Aviation Administration, Department of
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Pacific Aerospace Limited
Airplanes; Amendment 39-21758" ((RIN2120-
AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2021-0576)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on November 17, 2021; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2695. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal
Aviation Administration, Department of
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; AERO Sp.zoo. Airplanes;
Amendment 39-21732” ((RIN2120-A A64)
(Docket No. FAA-2021-0782)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 17, 2021; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2696. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal
Aviation Administration, Department of
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; MHI RJ Aviation ULC (Type
Certificate Previously Held by Bombardier,
Inc.); Amendment 39-21730" ((RIN2120-AA64)
(Docket No. FAA-2021-0309)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 17, 2021; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2697. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal
Aviation Administration, Department of
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; ATR-GIE Avions de Trans-
port Regional Airplanes; Amendment 39-
217317 ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-
2021-0548)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2698. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal
Aviation Administration, Department of
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes;
Amendment 39-21736" ((RIN2120-AA64)
(Docket No. FAA-2021-0789)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 17, 2021; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2699. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Columbia River Outfall Project, Co-
lumbia River, Vancouver, WA” ((RIN1625—
AA00) (Docket No. USCG—-2021-0201)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on November 17, 2021; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2700. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zones; Corpus Christi Ship Channel, Corpus
Christi, TX” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG-2021-0760)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on November 17,
2021; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-2701. A communication from the Yeo-
man Petty Officer First Class, U.S. Coast
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Guard, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Safety Zone; Key West Pad-
dle Classic, Key West, FL”’ ((RIN1625-AA00)
(Docket No. USCG-2021-0757)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 17, 2021; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2702. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Lake Erie, Lorain, Ohio” ((RIN1625-
AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2021-0668)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on November 17, 2021; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2703. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Explosives arc at Military Ocean Ter-
minal Concord, Suisun Bay, Concord, CA”
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2021-
0732)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2704. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Anacostia River, Washington, D.C.”
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2021-
0710)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2705. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Special
Local Regulation; Chesapeake Bay, Between
Sandy Point and XKent Island, MD”
((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No. USCG-2021-
0505)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2706. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zones; Fireworks Displays, Air Shows and
Swim Events in Captain of the Port Long Is-
land Sound Zone” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket
No. USCG—-2021-0135)) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on November 17,
2021; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-2707. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zones; Recurring Marine Events and Fire-
works Displays within the Fifth Coast Guard
District”” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG-2021-0138)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on November 17,
2021; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-2708. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘“Draw-
bridge Operation Regulation; Milwaukee,
Menomonee, and Kinnickinnic Rivers and
Burnham Canals, Milwaukee, WI"’ ((RIN1625—
AA09) (Docket No. USCG-2019-0824)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on November 17, 2021; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2709. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Hydroplane and Raceboat Museum
Test Area, Lake Washington, WA”
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((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2021-
0798)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2710. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Draw-
bridge Operation Regulation; Rainy River,
Rainy Lake and their tributaries, Rainier,
MN” ((RIN1625-AA09) (Docket No. USCG-
2020-0033)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2711. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Potomac River, Between Charles Coun-
ty, MD and King George County, VA”
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2021-
0745)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2712. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Potomac River, Prince William Coun-
ty, VA ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-
2021-0497)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2713. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Special
Local Regulation; Sacramento Ironman
Triathlon; American River and Sacramento
River, Sacramento, CA” ((RIN1625-AA08)
(Docket No. USCG-2021-0697)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 17, 2021; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2714. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Draw-
bridge Operation Regulation: New River,
Fort Lauderdale, FL” ((RIN1625-AA09)
(Docket No. USCG-2019-0955)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 17, 2021; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2715. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Special
Local Regulation; Oceanside Harbor, Ocean-
side, CA” ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No.
USCG-2021-0749)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on November 17,
2021; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-2716. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; San Diego Bay, San Diego, CA”
((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No. USCG-2021-
0769)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2717. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Special
Local Regulations; Perrysburg Regatta,
Maumee River, Toledo, OH” ((RIN1625-AA08)
(Docket No. USCG-2021-0761)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on No-
vember 17, 2021; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.
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EC-2718. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Oaks Park Halloween Fireworks Dis-
play, Willamette River, Portland, OR”
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2021-
0789)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on November 17, 2021; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. SCHATZ, from the Committee on
Indian Affairs, without amendment:

S. 1402. A bill to amend the Native Amer-
ican Languages Act to ensure the survival
and continuing vitality of Native American
languages, and for other purposes (Rept. No.
117-45).

By Mr. SCHATZ, from the Committee on
Indian Affairs, with an amendment in the
nature of a substitute:

S. 989. A Dbill to establish a Native Amer-
ican language resource center in furtherance
of the policy set forth in the Native Amer-
ican Languages Act (Rept. No. 117-46).

——————

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF
COMMITTEES

The following executive reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. BROWN for the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

*Arun Venkataraman, of the District of
Columbia, to be Assistant Secretary of Com-
merce and Director General of the United
States and Foreign Commercial Service.

Alanna McCargo, of Virginia, to be Presi-
dent, Government National Mortgage Asso-
ciation.

*Elizabeth de Leon Bhargava, of New York,
to be an Assistant Secretary of Housing and
Urban Development.

By Mrs. MURRAY for the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

*James D. Rodriguez, of Texas, to be As-
sistant Secretary of Labor for Veterans’ Em-
ployment and Training.

*Lisa M. Gomez, of New Jersey, to be an
Assistant Secretary of Labor.

*Susan Harthill, of Maryland, to be a Mem-
ber of the Occupational Safety and Health
Review Commission for a term expiring
April 27, 2027.

*Maria Rosario Jackson, of the District of
Columbia, to be Chairperson of the National
Endowment for the Arts for a term of four
years.

*Shelly C. Lowe, of Arizona, to be Chair-
person of the National Endowment for the
Humanities for a term of four years.

By Mr. DURBIN for the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Gabriel P. Sanchez, of California, to be
United States Circuit Judge for the Ninth
Circuit.

Mary Katherine Dimke, of Washington, to
be United States District Judge for the East-
ern District of Washington.

Maame Ewusi-Mensah Frimpong, of Cali-
fornia, to be United States District Judge for
the Central District of California.

Jennifer L. Thurston, of California, to be
United States District Judge for the Eastern
District of California.

Samantha D. Elliott, of New Hampshire, to
be United States District Judge for the Dis-
trict of New Hampshire.

Linda Lopez, of California, to be United
States District Judge for the Southern Dis-
trict of California.
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Katherine Marie Menendez, of Minnesota,
to be United States District Judge for the
District of Minnesota.

Jinsook Ohta, of California, to be United
States District Judge for the Southern Dis-
trict of California.

David Herrera Urias, of New Mexico, to be
United States District Judge for the District
of New Mexico.

Gregory K. Harris, of Illinois, to be United
States Attorney for the Central District of
Illinois for the term of four years.

Philip R. Sellinger, of New Jersey, to be
United States Attorney for the District of
New Jersey for the term of four years.

Brandon B. Brown, of Louisiana, to be
United States Attorney for the Western Dis-
trict of Louisiana for the term of four years.

Ronald C. Gathe, Jr., of Louisiana, to be
United States Attorney for the Middle Dis-
trict of Louisiana for the term of four years.

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate.

(Nominations without an asterisk
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.)

————

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. TILLIS (for himself, Mr.
MCCONNELL, Mr. COTTON, Mr. COR-
NYN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. INHOFE, Mr.
MORAN, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. B0Oz-
MAN, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. CRAMER, Mr.
GRAHAM, Mr. DAINES, Ms. ERNST, Mr.
CRAPO, Mr. LEE, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr.
LANKFORD, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
HAGERTY, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. SCOTT of
Florida, Mr. WICKER, Mr. BRAUN, Mr.
THUNE, Mr. TUBERVILLE, Mr. YOUNG,
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. ROMNEY, Mr. BURR,
Mr. PAUL, and Mr. GRASSLEY):

S. 3300. A bill to prohibit the payment of
certain legal settlements to individuals who
unlawfully entered the United States; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself and Ms.
HASSAN):

S. 3301. A bill to prohibit discrimination on
the basis of mental or physical disability in
cases of organ transplants; to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. ScoTT of South Carolina,
Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr. BRAUN):

S. 3302. A bill to amend the Individuals
with Disabilities Act to improve provisions
relating to dyslexia, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions.

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mrs. HYDE-
SMITH, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. SCOTT of
Florida, and Mr. PADILLA):

S. 3303. A bill to extend the authority of
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration to enter into leases of non-excess
property of the Administration; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself and Mr.
WARNOCK):

S. 3304. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve the ability of vet-
erans to electronically submit complaints
about the delivery of health care services by
the Department of Veterans Affairs; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
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By Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. INHOFE,
Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. LEE,
and Mr. BARRASSO):

S. 3305. A bill to repeal the amendment
made to the Superfund excise taxes by the
Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act; to
the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. RUBIO:

S. 3306. A bill to prohibit the purchase of
certain telecommunications or aerospace
goods or service from entities affiliated with
the People’s Republic of China or the Rus-
sian Federation and to require reporting re-
lating to investment by foreign persons in
the aerospace industry in the United States,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. BLUNT (for himself and Mr.
HAWLEY):

S. 3307. A bill to modify the boundary of
the Wilson’s Creek National Battlefield in
the State of Missouri, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

By Mr. KELLY (for himself and Ms.
SINEMA):

S. 3308. A bill to authorize the Colorado
River Indian Tribes to enter into lease or ex-
change agreements and storage agreements
relating to water of the Colorado River allo-
cated to the Colorado River Indian Tribes,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mr.
ScoTT of Florida):

S. 3309. A bill to require SelectUSA to co-
ordinate with State-level economic develop-
ment organizations to increase foreign direct
investment in semiconductor-related manu-
facturing and production; to the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. BROWN:

S. 3310. A bill to direct the Secretary of De-
fense to develop a plan to establish the Mi-
nority Institute for Defense Research, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

By Mr. MORAN (for himself, Mr.
BLUNT, Mr. THUNE, Mr. LEE, Ms. LUM-
MIS, Mr. JOHNSON, and Mr. CRUZ):

S. 3311. A bill to amend the Federal Trade
Commission Act to establish procedures for
the treatment of votes by departed Commis-
sioners; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. HAWLEY (for himself, Mr. COR-
NYN, Mr. TiLLIS, Mr. ScoTT of Flor-
ida, Mr. TUBERVILLE, Mr. BRAUN, and
Mrs. HYDE-SMITH):

S. 3312. A bill to analyze the impacts of es-
tablishing U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion Preclearance facilities in Taiwan and in
other Indo-Pacific countries; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

—————

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Mrs.
SHAHEEN):

S. Res. 465. A resolution expressing the
sense of the Senate that the United States
should prioritize within the Government and
emphasize with allies the need to provide
continued support to, and maintain legal
pathways for the emigration out of Afghani-
stan of, individuals who do not wish to be
governed by the Taliban; to the Committee
on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. LUJAN (for himself, Mr. LEAHY,
Mr. MARKEY, and Mr. MERKLEY):
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S. Res. 466. A resolution expressing the
sense of the Senate in support of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency’s (IAEA) nu-
clear security role; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself,
Mr. RUBIO, Ms. WARREN, Mr. MARKEY,
and Mr. ScoTT of Florida):

S. Res. 467. A resolution recognizing the
contributions made by the 305-meter radio
telescope at the Arecibo Observatory; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 176
At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 176, a bill to require a lon-
gitudinal study on the impact of
COVID-19.
S. 212
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 212, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a refund-
able tax credit against income tax for
the purchase of qualified access tech-
nology for the blind.
S. 697
At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
KELLY) was added as a cosponsor of S.
697, a bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint commemorative
coins in recognition of the Bicenten-
nial of Harriet Tubman’s birth.
S. 864
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 864, a bill to extend Fed-
eral Pell Grant eligibility of certain
short-term programs.
S. 1136
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
KELLY) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1136, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to reform the low-in-
come housing credit, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1300
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. SMITH) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1300, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 and the Small
Business Act to expand the availability
of employee stock ownership plans in S
corporations, and for other purposes.
S. 1488
At the request of Ms. DUCKWORTH,
the name of the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. CooNs) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1488, a bill to amend title 37,
United States Code, to establish a basic
needs allowance for low-income regular
members of the Armed Forces.
S. 1568
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) and the Senator
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1568, a bill to amend
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title XVIII of the Social Security Act
to provide a waiver of the cap on an-
nual payments for nursing and allied
health education payments.
S. 1574
At the request of Mr. ScoTT of South
Carolina, the name of the Senator from
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE) was added
as a cosponsor of S. 1574, a bill to cod-
ify a statutory definition for long-term
care pharmacies.
S. 1621
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
WARNOCK) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1621, a bill to reauthorize and limit
the pre-disaster mitigation program of
the Small Business Administration,
and for other purposes.
S. 1813
At the request of Mr. COONS, the
names of the Senator from Nebraska
(Mrs. FISCHER) and the Senator from
New Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1813, a bill to direct
the Secretary of Health and Human
Services to support research on, and
expanded access to, investigational
drugs for amyotrophic lateral sclerosis,
and for other purposes.
S. 1848
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the name of the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. CooNS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1848, a bill to prohibit discrimina-
tion on the basis of religion, sex (in-
cluding sexual orientation and gender
identity), and marital status in the ad-
ministration and provision of child
welfare services, to improve safety,
well-being, and permanency for les-
bian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and
queer or questioning foster youth, and
for other purposes.
S. 1856
At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
1856, a bill to enhance the security op-
erations of the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration and stability of
the transportation security workforce
by applying the personnel system
under title 5, United States Code, to
employees of the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1964
At the request of Mr. BENNET, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1964, a bill to amend the
Omnibus Parks and Public Lands Man-
agement Act of 1996 to provide for the
establishment of a Ski Area Fee Reten-
tion Account, and for other purposes.
S. 2342
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the names of the Senator from Nevada
(Ms. CORTEZ MASTO) and the Senator
from Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2342, a bill to amend
title 9 of the United States Code with
respect to arbitration of disputes in-
volving sexual assault and sexual har-
assment.
S. 2720
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
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(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2720, a bill to direct the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to estab-
lish a national clinical pathway for
prostate cancer, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 2821
At the request of Ms. DUCKWORTH,
the name of the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a
cosponsor of S. 2821, a bill to establish
eligibility requirements for education
support professionals under the Family
and Medical Leave Act of 1993, and for
other purposes.
S. 2981
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2981, a bill to amend the
National Housing Act to establish a
mortgage insurance program for first
responders, and for other purposes.
S. 3138
At the request of Mr. MARSHALL, the
name of the Senator from Iowa (Ms.
ERNST) was added as a cosponsor of S.
3138, a bill to amend the Moving Ahead
for Progress in the 21st Century Act to
exempt covered farm vehicles from cer-
tain requirements, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 3157
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. HICKENLOOPER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3157, a bill to require the
Secretary of Labor to conduct a study
of the factors affecting employment
opportunities for immigrants and refu-
gees with professional credentials ob-
tained in foreign countries.
S. 3193
At the request of Mr. DAINES, the
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms.
CoOLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S.
3193, a bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to expand the
scope of practitioners eligible for pay-
ment for telehealth services under the
Medicare program, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 3212
At the request of Mr. PADILLA, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
3212, a bill to provide benefits for non-
citizen members of the Armed Forces,
and for other purposes.
S.J. RES. 29
At the request of Mr. BRAUN, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S.J. Res. 29, a joint resolu-
tion providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5,
United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Department of Labor re-
lating to ‘““COVID-19 Vaccination and
Testing; Emergency Temporary Stand-
ard”.
S. RES. 461
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
KELLY) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Res. 461, a resolution commemorating
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and supporting the goals of World
AIDS Day.
AMENDMENT NO. 4860
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN) and the Senator from Illinois
(Mr. DURBIN) were added as cosponsors
of amendment No. 4860 intended to be
proposed to H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

——————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 465—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE THAT THE UNITED
STATES SHOULD PRIORITIZE

WITHIN THE GOVERNMENT AND
EMPHASIZE WITH ALLIES THE
NEED TO PROVIDE CONTINUED
SUPPORT TO, AND MAINTAIN
LEGAL PATHWAYS FOR THE
EMIGRATION OUT OF AFGHANI-
STAN OF, INDIVIDUALS WHO DO
NOT WISH TO BE GOVERNED BY
THE TALIBAN

Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Mrs.
SHAHEEN) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 465

Whereas, on August 15, 2021, the govern-
ment of the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan
collapsed, with President Ashraf Ghani flee-
ing to the United Arab Emirates;

Whereas, on the same day, the Taliban
seized Kabul, the capital city of Afghanistan;

Whereas the United States immediately
began an emergency evacuation of Afghani-
stan, focusing on United States citizens, in-
dividuals with special immigrant visas, and
refugees with Priority 1 and Priority 2 des-
ignations;

Whereas, on August 31, 2021, the United
States ended its evacuation efforts in Af-
ghanistan, leaving United States citizens
and an unknown—but notably high—number
of visa-eligible Afghans and other allies at
risk of harm from the Taliban;

Whereas Afghan citizens in Afghanistan
are increasingly at risk of food insecurity
and poverty;

Whereas the increase of poverty in Afghan-
istan creates conditions that could lead to a
dramatic increase in human trafficking and
child, early, or force marriage, which dis-
proportionately impact women and girls;

Whereas the United States has a legal duty
to protect United States citizens and lawful
permanent residents from harm;

Whereas the United States has a moral
duty and security interest in protecting the
Afghan citizens who worked to build a de-
mocracy for themselves based on assurances
from the United States Government that
such efforts would be defended by the United
States and its allies;

Whereas the United States has a humani-
tarian responsibility to protect individuals
who—

(1) are at risk of retribution based on
their—

(A) religious beliefs;

(B) activities supporting democracy in Af-
ghanistan; or

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

(C) defense of human rights,
women'’s rights and empowerment;

(2) are in imminent danger due to the ab-
sence of the United States-led coalition in
Afghanistan, which spanned two decades; or

(3) are at risk of hunger or starvation;

Whereas the United States has ended its
military presence in Afghanistan and will
conduct any remaining operations in Af-
ghanistan from Doha, Qatar; and

Whereas the United States should not ac-
cept the loss of two decades of nation-build-
ing, civil society strengthening, elections
monitoring, advances in rights for girls and
women, cultural exchange programs, and
many other initiatives in collaboration with
the people of Afghanistan: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That—

(1) it is the sense of the Senate that—

(A) the Secretary of State, in consultation
with relevant Federal agencies, should lead a
coordinated effort—

(i) to extract United States citizens and
lawful permanent residents from Afghani-
stan;

(ii) to support Afghan citizens in their ef-
forts to safely leave Afghanistan; and

(iii) to maintain open lines of contact and
help with individuals remaining in Afghani-
stan under the Taliban;

(B) to carry out the coordinated effort de-
scribed in subparagraph (A), the Secretary of
State should—

(i) advise and consult with appropriate par-
ties to advocate for the rights and freedoms
of the people of Afghanistan at all inter-
national venues and with the governments of
partner countries; and

(ii) oversee support such as—

(I) assistance mechanisms for Afghan citi-
zens who are in need of humanitarian assist-
ance or who are defending the human rights
and freedoms of Afghan citizens; and

(ITI) other mechanisms sufficient to con-
tinue to advocate for United States interests
with United States allies and among the
international community;

(iii) continue the coordinated effort de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) until the later
of—

(I) the date on which the Secretary of
State has assisted in physically relocating,
from Afghanistan to locations outside of the
internationally recognized border of Afghan-
istan, any—

(aa) citizen of the United States; and

(bb) lawful permanent resident of the
United States;

(II) the date on which an independent
human rights monitor has been established
and is functioning in Afghanistan; and

(III) the date on which the Secretary of
State identifies a neutral international orga-
nization or entity that is able to vie for
United States interests in Afghanistan till
such a time as Afghanistan is returned to le-
gitimate government;

(C) the United States should—

(i) work with the United Nations to estab-
lish humanitarian corridors from and to
countries bordering Afghanistan, including
Tajikistan, which has indicated willingness
to receive Afghan refugees; and

(ii) work with such countries to ensure the
efficient and safe reception and processing of
Afghan refugees, in accordance with inter-
national humanitarian law, to be registered
by the United Nations High Commissioner
for Refugees and processed swiftly and equi-
tably for travel to recipient countries, in-
cluding the United States;

(D) such humanitarian corridors should be
free from obstruction by the Taliban, and
safe passage should be provided by the
United Nations or any other organization;

(E) humanitarian assistance should con-
tinue to be provided to Afghanistan through

especially
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the United Nations and international non-
governmental organizations, with special
focus on the most vulnerable individuals, in-
cluding women, girls, and individuals from
ethnic minority groups, while also ensuring
that the assistance does not benefit the
Taliban politically or otherwise;

(F) the United Nations should appoint an
independent, nongovernmental human rights
monitor, who—

(i) should have continued free access
throughout Afghanistan to ensure the
Taliban is not brutalizing individuals and
families living in Afghanistan; and

(ii) should report to the United Nations Se-
curity Council in an ongoing fashion on the
human rights and humanitarian situation on
the ground in Afghanistan;

(G) the United States should convene a
high-level summit to identify and consult
with countries willing and able to receive Af-
ghan refugees; and

(H) the Secretary of State should ensure
robust interagency coordination and improve
collaboration and transparency with Con-
gress, United States civil society, and reset-
tlement agencies so as to improve proc-
essing, service provision, and United States
capacity to welcome; and

(2) the Senate discourages the United
States Government from engaging with the
Taliban in any way that would grant the
Taliban benefits typically afforded to legiti-
mate governments or would otherwise legiti-
mize the Taliban, including by—

(A) making deposits through the World
Bank Group, the International Monetary
Fund, or the Department of the Treasury or
facilitating any other transactions that
would provide economic support to the
Taliban;

(B) providing any foreign assistance for a
nonhumanitarian purpose that might benefit
or accrue to the Taliban;

(C) facilitating any exchange of Ambas-
sadors or fielding any diplomatic mission
that goes beyond an ‘‘interest section’ nec-
essary for diplomatic conversations without
recognition; or

(D) allowing the Taliban to occupy Af-
ghanistan’s seat in the United Nations.

————

SENATE RESOLUTION 466—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE IN SUPPORT OF THE
INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC  EN-
ERGY AGENCY’S (IAEA) NUCLEAR
SECURITY ROLE

Mr. LUJAN (for himself, Mr. LEAHY,
Mr. MARKEY, and Mr. MERKLEY) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations:

S. RES. 466

Whereas the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA), created in 1957 for the pur-
pose of assisting states in the development
and use of nuclear technology for peaceful
purposes, plays a critical role in the global
nuclear security regime;

Whereas the agency’s activities in nuclear
security date back to the 1970s, when the
agency began providing ad hoc training
courses in physical protection;

Whereas these responsibilities expanded
following the collapse of the former Soviet
Union, reports of nuclear smuggling in the
late 1990s, and again after the devastating
terror attacks on September 11, 2001;

Whereas the agency established the Nu-
clear Security Fund to assist countries in
protecting their nuclear and radiological
materials and facilities;

Whereas the agency’s nuclear security ef-
forts are sustained by its technical expertise,
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experience,
tiality;

Whereas rogue regimes and clandestine or-
ganizations continue to exhibit the ambition
to acquire nuclear materials that can be
used to build crude radiological and nuclear
weapons;

Whereas the IAEA Office of Nuclear Secu-
rity relies almost exclusively on voluntary
funding, which is inherently unpredictable
and inconsistent; and

Whereas the 2016 Nuclear Security Summit
in Washington, D.C., issued an Action Plan
on April 1, 2016, citing the agency’s need for
“reliable and sufficient resources’: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) maintains that the International Atom-
ic Energy Agency (IAEA) plays an indispen-
sable role in strengthening nuclear security
and safety around the globe;

(2) reaffirms that the United States has a
vital interest in preventing the spread of nu-
clear weapons and securing nuclear mate-
rials; and

(3) encourages the United States and other
member states of the TAEA to take steps to
ensure that the IAEA has the resources need-
ed to successfully carry out its duties, in-
cluding—

(A) supporting the IAEA to continue con-
vening ministerial meetings on nuclear secu-
rity to promote political commitment;

(B) contributing to the implementation of
the TAEA’s Nuclear Security Plan through
reliable and sufficient resources;

(C) providing appropriate political, tech-
nical, and financial support to the Nuclear
Security Fund; and

(D) developing a comprehensive strategy to
encourage non-state, private sector contribu-
tions to the Nuclear Security Fund.

transparency, and confiden-

————
SENATE RESOLUTION 467—RECOG-
NIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS

MADE BY THE 305-METER RADIO
TELESCOPE AT THE ARECIBO
OBSERVATORY

Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, Mr.
RUBIO, Ms. WARREN, Mr. MARKEY, and
Mr. ScorT of Florida) submitted the
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation:

S. RES. 467

Whereas the Department of Defense began
developing the Arecibo Observatory located
in Barrio Esperanza, Arecibo, Puerto Rico,
during the 1950s, and its characteristic in-
strument, a large radio telescope of 305 me-
ters in diameter was completed in 1963;

Whereas the facility was later owned by
the National Science Foundation, and sup-
ported by the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration and various university
partners;

Whereas the Arecibo Observatory’s 305-
meter fixed spherical radio telescope, was
the world’s largest single-dish radio tele-
scope until the Five-Hundred-Meter Aperture
Spherical Radio Telescope located in Gizhou,
China, began observing in 2016;

Whereas the 305-meter radio telescope
made unparalleled contributions to the fields
of radio astronomy, planetary, and atmos-
pheric sciences, and played a role in inspir-
ing thousands of students in Puerto Rico, the
Nation, and the world to pursue careers in
STEM fields through the Arecibo Observ-
atory Education and Public Outreach Pro-
grams;

Whereas the radio telescope significantly
advanced the field of radio astronomy, in-
cluding the first indirect detection of gravi-
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tational waves, the first detection of
extrasolar planets, innumerable contribu-
tions to the field of time domain astronomy
and the study of the interstellar medium,
and played a key role in the search for extra-
terrestrial intelligence;

Whereas the Arecibo Observatory had the
best planetary radar system in the world,
used by the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration for near-Earth object detec-
tion and was an essential part of the agen-
cy’s planetary defense program;

Whereas the planetary radar at the Are-
cibo Observatory has contributed fundamen-
tally and significantly to the knowledge of
the solar system;

Whereas the Arecibo Observatory’s Inco-
herent Scatter Radar and supporting facili-
ties have provided fundamental under-
standing of the ionosphere and upper atmos-
phere, and the interface between the atmos-
phere and space that protects the planet
from solar wind, meteors, and other poten-
tial threats; and

Whereas, December 1, 2021, marks the 1-
year anniversary of the uncontrolled col-
lapse sustained by the radio telescope after a
series of cable failures in tower 4: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) acknowledges the loss of the Arecibo
Observatory’s radio telescope due to its col-
lapse and its implications for the loss of a
unique world-class multidisciplinary science
facility which conducted research in the
areas of space and atmospheric sciences,
radar astronomy and planetary sciences, as-
tronomy, and astrophysics;

(2) acknowledges that the uncontrolled col-
lapse of the 305-meter radio telescope rep-
resents a remarkable loss of astronomical
observation capabilities, scientific research
and development, planetary defense capabili-
ties, and applied science advantage for the
United States;

(3) recognizes the rich scientific, edu-
cational, and economic benefits that the
Arecibo Telescope has made to the people of
Puerto Rico, the Nation, and the world;

(4) recognizes the work and contributions
made by the thousands of dedicated staff
who have supported the Arecibo Observatory
for close to 6 decades;

(6) commends the National Science Foun-
dation for convening a virtual workshop in
June 2021, to explore ideas for future sci-
entific and educational activities at the Are-
cibo Observatory; and

(6) encourages the National Science Foun-
dation, the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration, and other agencies to study
means of replacing the scientific capabilities
that were lost at the Arecibo Observatory,
utilizing new state-of-the-art technologies at
the site.

———
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED
SA 4866. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted an

amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3867 proposed by Mr. REED to
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2022 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4867. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3867 proposed by Mr. REED to
the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4868. Mr. MARSHALL (for himself, Mr.
LEE, and Mr. DAINES) submitted an amend-
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ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 6119, Official Title Not Available.

SA 4869. Mr. HAGERTY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 6119, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4870. Mr. HAGERTY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 6119, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

—————

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 4866. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 3867 proposed by Mr.
REED to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2022 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the
following:

SEC. 318. DESIGNATION OF CATEGORICAL EXCLU-
SIONS FROM ENVIRONMENTAL AS-
SESSMENTS OR ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENTS FOR PERMA-
NENT DEPLOYMENT OF LIMITED
NUMBER OF AIRCRAFT WITH STRA-
TEGIC SIGNIFICANCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Air Force shall des-
ignate as an action categorically excluded
from the requirements relating to environ-
mental assessments or environmental im-
pact statements for purposes of appendix B
of part 989 of title 32, Code of Federal Regu-
lations (or successor regulations), and part
1501 of title 40, Code of Federal Regulations
(or successor regulations), any project—

(1) that is critical to national security,
maximizes aircraft for contingencies, and en-
hances operational flexibility; and

(2) that consists of beddown or plus-up of a
small number of aircraft to an installation
with similar aircraft that does not result in
an increase of more than 300 permanent per-
sonnel or logistics support requirements at
the receiving installation.

(b) APPLICATION OF EXCLUSION.—Subsection
(a) shall apply to any aircraft and infrastruc-
ture directly supporting a beddown or plus-
up described in such subsection, including
operational facilities, operational support fa-
cilities, and on-base housing.

(¢) REPROGRAMMING.—The Secretary of the
Air Force may reprogram such funds allo-
cated to the Department of the Air Force as
the Secretary considers necessary to expe-
dite a beddown or plus-up described in sub-
section (a), including for infrastructure sup-
porting such beddown or plus-up pursuant to
subsection (b).

(d) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Air Force shall pre-
scribe such regulations as are necessary to
carry out this section.

SA 4867. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 3867 proposed by Mr.
REED to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2022 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
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At the end of title VI, add the following:

SEC. 607. MODIFICATIONS TO CALCULATION OF
BASIC HOUSING ALLOWANCE FOR
REMOTE OR ISOLATED AREAS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 403(b) of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new paragraph:

‘“(9) In the case of a military housing area
determined by the Secretary of Defense to be
remote or isolated, the Secretary shall deter-
mine the costs of adequate housing under
paragraph (2) based on the higher of the me-
dian or the mean rent in that area.”.

(b) ABSORPTION RATE FOR OUT-OF-POCKET
EXPENSES.—Paragraph (3) of such section is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subparagraph:

‘(C) In the case of a military housing area
determined by the Secretary of Defense to be
remote or isolated, the percentage to be used
for purposes of subparagraph (A)(ii) shall be
zero percent for months occurring after
2021.”.

SA 4868. Mr. MARSHALL (for him-
self, Mr. LEE, and Mr. DAINES) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6119,
Official Title Not Available; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC.

PROHIBITION ON FUNDING FOR
COVID-19 VACCINE MANDATES.

None of the funds appropriated or other-
wise made available under this Act may be
obligated or expended to—

(1) implement or enforce—

(A) section 1910.501 of title 29, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations (or a successor regulation);

(B) Executive Order 14042 of September 9,
2021 (86 Fed. Reg. 50985; relating to ensuring
adequate COVID safety protocols for Federal
contractors);

(C) Executive Order 14043 of September 9,
2021 (86 Fed. Reg. 50989; relating to requiring
Coronavirus Disease 2019 vaccination for
Federal employees);

(D) the interim final rule issued by the De-
partment of Health and Human Services on
November 5, 2021, entitled ‘‘Medicare and
Medicaid Programs; Omnibus COVID-19
Health Care Staff Vaccination’ (86 Fed. Reg.
61555); or

(E) the memorandum signed by the Sec-
retary of Defense on August 24, 2021, for
“Mandatory Coronavirus Disease 2019 Vac-
cination of Department of Defense Service
Members’’; or

(2) promulgate, implement, or enforce any
rule, regulation, or other agency statement,
that is substantially similar to a regulation,
Executive Order, rule, or memorandum de-
scribed in paragraph (1).

SA 4869. Mr. HAGERTY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 6119, Official Title
Not Available; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

TITLE  —CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF
CERTAIN ACTIONS RELATING TO IRAN
SANCTIONS

SEC.  01. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“‘Iran Sanc-

tions Relief Review Act of 2021,

SEC. _ 02. CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF CER-

TAIN ACTIONS RELATING TO SANC-
TIONS IMPOSED WITH RESPECT TO
IRAN.

(a) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS OF PROPOSED

ACTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, before taking any ac-
tion described in paragraph (2), the President
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shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees and leadership a report
that describes the proposed action and the
reasons for that action.

(2) ACTIONS DESCRIBED.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—An action described in
this paragraph is—

(i) an action to terminate the application
of any sanctions described in subparagraph
(B);

(ii) with respect to sanctions described in
subparagraph (B) imposed by the President
with respect to a person, an action to waive
the application of those sanctions with re-
spect to that person; or

(iii) a licensing action that significantly
alters United States foreign policy with re-
spect to Iran.

(B) SANCTIONS DESCRIBED.—The sanctions
described in this subparagraph are sanctions
with respect to Iran provided for under—

(i) the Iran Sanctions Act of 1996 (Public
Law 104-172; 50 U.S.C. 1701 note);

(ii) the Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, Ac-
countability, and Divestment Act of 2010 (22
U.S.C. 8501 et seq.);

(iii) section 1245 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (22
U.S.C. 8513a);

(iv) the Iran Threat Reduction and Syria
Human Rights Act of 2012 (22 U.S.C. 8701 et
seq.);

(v) the Iran Freedom and Counter-Pro-
liferation Act of 2012 (22 U.S.C. 8801 et seq.);

(vi) the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act (60 U.S.C. 1701 note); or

(vii) any other statute or Executive order
that requires or authorizes the imposition of
sanctions with respect to Iran.

(3) DESCRIPTION OF TYPE OF ACTION.—Each
report submitted under paragraph (1) with
respect to an action described in paragraph
(2) shall include a description of whether the
action—

(A) is not intended to significantly alter
United States foreign policy with respect to
Iran; or

(B) is intended to significantly alter
United States foreign policy with respect to
Iran.

(4) INCLUSION OF ADDITIONAL MATTER.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each report submitted
under paragraph (1) that relates to an action
that is intended to significantly alter United
States foreign policy with respect to Iran
shall include a description of—

(i) the significant alteration to United
States foreign policy with respect to Iran;

(ii) the anticipated effect of the action on
the national security interests of the United
States; and

(iii) the policy objectives for which the
sanctions affected by the action were ini-
tially imposed.

(B) REQUESTS FROM BANKING AND FINANCIAL
SERVICES COMMITTEES.—The Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the
Senate or the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives may re-
quest the submission to the Committee of
the matter described in clauses (ii) and (iii)
of subparagraph (A) with respect to a report
submitted under paragraph (1) that relates
to an action that is not intended to signifi-
cantly alter United States foreign policy
with respect to Iran.

(5) CONFIDENTIALITY OF PROPRIETARY INFOR-
MATION.—Proprietary information that can
be associated with a particular person with
respect to an action described in paragraph
(2) may be included in a report submitted
under paragraph (1) only if the appropriate
congressional committees and leadership
provide assurances of confidentiality, unless
that person otherwise consents in writing to
such disclosure.

(6) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Paragraph
(2)(A)(iii) shall not be construed to require
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the submission of a report under paragraph
(1) with respect to the routine issuance of a
license that does not significantly alter
United States foreign policy with respect to
Iran.

(b) PERIOD FOR REVIEW BY CONGRESS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—During the period of 30
calendar days beginning on the date on
which the President submits a report under
subsection (a)(1)—

(A) in the case of a report that relates to
an action that is not intended to signifi-
cantly alter United States foreign policy
with respect to Iran, the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the
Senate and the Committee on Financial
Services of the House of Representatives
should, as appropriate, hold hearings and
briefings and otherwise obtain information
in order to fully review the report; and

(B) in the case of a report that relates to
an action that is intended to significantly
alter United States foreign policy with re-
spect to Iran, the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations of the Senate and the Committee on
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representa-
tives should, as appropriate, hold hearings
and briefings and otherwise obtain informa-
tion in order to fully review the report.

(2) EXCEPTION.—The period for congres-
sional review under paragraph (1) of a report
required to be submitted under subsection
(a)(1) shall be 60 calendar days if the report
is submitted on or after July 10 and on or be-
fore September 7 in any calendar year.

(3) LIMITATION ON ACTIONS DURING INITIAL
CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW PERIOD.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, during
the period for congressional review provided
for under paragraph (1) of a report submitted
under subsection (a)(1) proposing an action
described in subsection (a)(2), including any
additional period for such review as applica-
ble under the exception provided in para-
graph (2), the President may not take that
action unless a joint resolution of approval
with respect to that action is enacted in ac-
cordance with subsection (c).

(4) LIMITATION ON ACTIONS DURING PRESI-
DENTIAL CONSIDERATION OF A JOINT RESOLU-
TION OF DISAPPROVAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, if a joint resolution of
disapproval relating to a report submitted
under subsection (a)(1) proposing an action
described in subsection (a)(2) passes both
Houses of Congress in accordance with sub-
section (c¢), the President may not take that
action for a period of 12 calendar days after
the date of passage of the joint resolution of
disapproval.

(5) LIMITATION ON ACTIONS DURING CONGRES-
SIONAL RECONSIDERATION OF A JOINT RESOLU-
TION OF DISAPPROVAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, if a joint resolution of
disapproval relating to a report submitted
under subsection (a)(1) proposing an action
described in subsection (a)(2) passes both
Houses of Congress in accordance with sub-
section (c), and the President vetoes the
joint resolution, the President may not take
that action for a period of 10 calendar days
after the date of the President’s veto.

(6) EFFECT OF ENACTMENT OF A JOINT RESO-
LUTION OF DISAPPROVAL.—Notwithstanding
any other provision of law, if a joint resolu-
tion of disapproval relating to a report sub-
mitted under subsection (a)(1) proposing an
action described in subsection (a)(2) is en-
acted in accordance with subsection (c), the
President may not take that action.

(c) JOINT RESOLUTIONS OF DISAPPROVAL OR
APPROVAL.—

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:

(A) JOINT RESOLUTION OF APPROVAL.—The
term ‘‘joint resolution of approval’ means
only a joint resolution of either House of
Congress—
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(i) the title of which is as follows: ‘A joint
resolution approving the President’s pro-
posal to take an action relating to the appli-
cation of certain sanctions with respect to
Iran.”’; and

(ii) the sole matter after the resolving
clause of which is the following: ‘‘Congress
approves of the action relating to the appli-
cation of sanctions imposed with respect to
Iran proposed by the President in the report
submitted to Congress under section
_02(a)(1) of the Iran Sanctions Relief Re-
view Act of 2021 on relating to

., with the first blank space
being filled with the appropriate date and
the second blank space being filled with a
short description of the proposed action.

(B) JOINT RESOLUTION OF DISAPPROVAL.—
The term ‘‘joint resolution of disapproval’”’
means only a joint resolution of either House
of Congress—

(i) the title of which is as follows: ‘A joint
resolution disapproving the President’s pro-
posal to take an action relating to the appli-
cation of certain sanctions with respect to
Iran.”’; and

(ii) the sole matter after the resolving
clause of which is the following: ‘‘Congress
disapproves of the action relating to the ap-
plication of sanctions imposed with respect
to Iran proposed by the President in the re-
port submitted to Congress under section
~02(a)(1) of the Iran Sanctions Relief Re-
view Act of 2021 on relating to

., with the first blank space
being filled with the appropriate date and
the second blank space being filled with a
short description of the proposed action.

(2) INTRODUCTION.—During the period of 30
calendar days provided for under subsection
(b)(1), including any additional period as ap-
plicable under the exception provided in sub-
section (b)(2), a joint resolution of approval
or joint resolution of disapproval may be in-
troduced—

(A) in the House of Representatives, by the
majority leader or the minority leader; and

(B) in the Senate, by the majority leader
(or the majority leader’s designee) or the mi-
nority leader (or the minority leader’s des-
ignee).

(3) FLOOR CONSIDERATION IN HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES.—If a committee of the House
of Representatives to which a joint resolu-
tion of approval or joint resolution of dis-
approval has been referred has not reported
the joint resolution within 10 calendar days
after the date of referral, that committee
shall be discharged from further consider-
ation of the joint resolution.

(4) CONSIDERATION IN THE SENATE.—

(A) COMMITTEE REFERRAL.—A joint resolu-
tion of approval or joint resolution of dis-
approval introduced in the Senate shall be—

(i) referred to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs if the joint reso-
lution relates to a report under subsection
(a)(3)(A) that relates to an action that is not
intended to significantly alter United States
foreign policy with respect to Iran; and

(ii) referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations if the joint resolution relates to a
report under subsection (a)(3)(B) that relates
to an action that is intended to significantly
alter United States foreign policy with re-
spect to Iran.

(B) REPORTING AND DISCHARGE.—If the com-
mittee to which a joint resolution of ap-
proval or joint resolution of disapproval was
referred has not reported the joint resolution
within 10 calendar days after the date of re-
ferral of the joint resolution, that committee
shall be discharged from further consider-
ation of the joint resolution and the joint
resolution shall be placed on the appropriate
calendar.

(C) PROCEEDING TO CONSIDERATION.—NoOt-
withstanding Rule XXII of the Standing
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Rules of the Senate, it is in order at any
time after the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs or the Committee on
Foreign Relations, as the case may be, re-
ports a joint resolution of approval or joint
resolution of disapproval to the Senate or
has been discharged from consideration of
such a joint resolution (even though a pre-
vious motion to the same effect has been dis-
agreed to) to move to proceed to the consid-
eration of the joint resolution, and all points
of order against the joint resolution (and
against consideration of the joint resolution)
are waived. The motion to proceed is not de-
batable. The motion is not subject to a mo-
tion to postpone. A motion to reconsider the
vote by which the motion is agreed to or dis-
agreed to shall not be in order.

(D) RULINGS OF THE CHAIR ON PROCEDURE.—
Appeals from the decisions of the Chair re-
lating to the application of the rules of the
Senate, as the case may be, to the procedure
relating to a joint resolution of approval or
joint resolution of disapproval shall be de-
cided without debate.

(E) CONSIDERATION OF VETO MESSAGES.—De-
bate in the Senate of any veto message with
respect to a joint resolution of approval or
joint resolution of disapproval, including all
debatable motions and appeals in connection
with the joint resolution, shall be limited to
10 hours, to be equally divided between, and
controlled by, the majority leader and the
minority leader or their designees.

(6) RULES RELATING TO SENATE AND HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES.—

(A) TREATMENT OF SENATE JOINT RESOLU-
TION IN HOUSE.—In the House of Representa-
tives, the following procedures shall apply to
a joint resolution of approval or a joint reso-
lution of disapproval received from the Sen-
ate (unless the House has already passed a
joint resolution relating to the same pro-
posed action):

(i) The joint resolution shall be referred to
the appropriate committees.

(ii) If a committee to which a joint resolu-
tion has been referred has not reported the
joint resolution within 2 calendar days after
the date of referral, that committee shall be
discharged from further consideration of the
joint resolution.

(iii) Beginning on the third legislative day
after each committee to which a joint reso-
lution has been referred reports the joint res-
olution to the House or has been discharged
from further consideration thereof, it shall
be in order to move to proceed to consider
the joint resolution in the House. All points
of order against the motion are waived. Such
a motion shall not be in order after the
House has disposed of a motion to proceed on
the joint resolution. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the motion
to its adoption without intervening motion.
The motion shall not be debatable. A motion
to reconsider the vote by which the motion
is disposed of shall not be in order.

(iv) The joint resolution shall be consid-
ered as read. All points of order against the
joint resolution and against its consider-
ation are waived. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the joint resolu-
tion to final passage without intervening
motion except 2 hours of debate equally di-
vided and controlled by the sponsor of the
joint resolution (or a designee) and an oppo-
nent. A motion to reconsider the vote on
passage of the joint resolution shall not be in
order.

(B) TREATMENT OF HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION
IN SENATE.—

(i) RECEIPT BEFORE PASSAGE.—If, before the
passage by the Senate of a joint resolution of
approval or joint resolution of disapproval,
the Senate receives an identical joint resolu-
tion from the House of Representatives, the
following procedures shall apply:
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(I) That joint resolution shall not be re-
ferred to a committee.

(IT) With respect to that joint resolution—

(aa) the procedure in the Senate shall be
the same as if no joint resolution had been
received from the House of Representatives;
but

(bb) the vote on passage shall be on the
joint resolution from the House of Rep-
resentatives.

(ii) RECEIPT AFTER PASSAGE.—If, following
passage of a joint resolution of approval or
joint resolution of disapproval in the Senate,
the Senate receives an identical joint resolu-
tion from the House of Representatives, that
joint resolution shall be placed on the appro-
priate Senate calendar.

(iii) NO COMPANION MEASURE.—If a joint res-
olution of approval or a joint resolution of
disapproval is received from the House, and
no companion joint resolution has been in-
troduced in the Senate, the Senate proce-
dures under this subsection shall apply to
the House joint resolution.

(C) APPLICATION TO REVENUE MEASURES.—
The provisions of this paragraph shall not
apply in the House of Representatives to a
joint resolution of approval or joint resolu-
tion of disapproval that is a revenue meas-
ure.

(6) RULES OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
AND SENATE.—This subsection is enacted by
Congress—

(A) as an exercise of the rulemaking power
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives, respectively, and as such is deemed a
part of the rules of each House, respectively,
and supersedes other rules only to the extent
that it is inconsistent with such rules; and

(B) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change the
rules (so far as relating to the procedure of
that House) at any time, in the same man-
ner, and to the same extent as in the case of
any other rule of that House.

(d) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES AND LEADERSHIP DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees and leadership” means—

(1) the Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs, the Committee on For-
eign Relations, and the majority and minor-
ity leaders of the Senate; and

(2) the Committee on Financial Services,
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the
Speaker, the majority leader, and the minor-
ity leader of the House of Representatives.

SA 4870. Mr. HAGERTY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 6119, Official Title
Not Available; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

On page 7, between lines 14 and 15, insert
the following:

U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS
ENFORCEMENT
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For an additional amount for ‘‘Enforce-
ment and Removal Operations”,
$1,600,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, for necessary expenses in support of
operations necessary to detain and deport a
higher number of illegal aliens who have
been convicted of a criminal offense in the
United States.

————

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I
have 5 requests for committees to meet
during today’s session of the Senate.
They have the approval of the Majority
and Minority Leaders.
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Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate:

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN
AFFAIRS

The Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs is authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Thursday, December 2, 2021, to con-
duct a hearing on nominations.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

The Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Thursday, December 2, 2021, at 10 a.m.,
to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR,

AND PENSIONS

The Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Thursday, December 2, 2021,
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing on
nominations.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of
the Senate on Thursday, December 2,
2021, at 10:15 a.m., to conduct a hearing
on nominations.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

The Committee on the Judiciary is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Thursday, December
2, 2021, at 9 a.m., to conduct an execu-
tive business meeting.

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that my Defense
fellow, Ashley Carline, and Pearson fel-
low, Megan Tetrick, be given floor
privileges for the remainder of the
117th Congress.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, DECEMBER
6, 2021

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 3 p.m., Monday, December
6; that following the prayer and pledge,
the morning hour be deemed expired,
the Journal of proceedings be approved
to date, the time for the two leaders be
reserved for their use later in the day,
and morning business be closed; that
upon the conclusion of morning busi-
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ness, the Senate proceed to executive
session to resume consideration of the
Rosenworcel nomination.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. SCHUMER. For the information
of Senators, there will be a rollcall
vote at 5:30 p.m. on cloture on the
Rosenworcel nomination.

————

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY,
DECEMBER 6, 2021, AT 3 P.M.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, if
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the
previous order.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 9:29 p.m., adjourned until Monday,
December 6, 2021, at 3 p.m.

———

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by
the Senate:

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

JEROME H. POWELL, OF MARYLAND, TO BE CHAIRMAN
OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL RE-
SERVE SYSTEM FOR A TERM OF FOUR YEARS. (RE-
APPOINTMENT)

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

NANI A. COLORETTI, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE DEPUTY DI-
RECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET,
VICE SHALANDA D. YOUNG.

SHALANDA D. YOUNG, OF LOUISIANA, TO BE DIRECTOR
OF THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET, VICE
RUSSELL VOUGHT.

UNITED STATES AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT

JODI BETH HERMAN, OF MARYLAND, TO BE AN ASSIST-
ANT ADMINISTRATOR OF THE UNITED STATES AGENCY
FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT, VICE RICHARD C.
PARKER.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

STEVEN H. FAGIN, OF NEW JERSEY, A CAREER MEMBER
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER-
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
TO THE REPUBLIC OF YEMEN.

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE
HUMANITIES

BIDTAH N. BECKER, OF ARIZONA, TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE ARTS FOR A TERM EX-
PIRING SEPTEMBER 3, 2022. (NEW POSITION)

ESTRELLITA BOGRAD BRODSKY, OF NEW YORK, TO BE
A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMAN-
ITIES FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2026, VICE RUS-
SELL A. BERMAN, TERM EXPIRED.

GRETCHEN GONZALEZ DAVIDSON, OF MICHIGAN, TO BE
A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE ARTS
FOR A TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 3, 2022, VICE THOMAS
EDGAR ROTHMAN, TERM EXPIRED.

VANESSA NORTHINGTON GAMBLE, OF THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL
ON THE HUMANITIES FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26,
2026, VICE JOHN FONTE, TERM EXPIRED.

DAVID ANTHONY HAJDU, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES
FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2026, VICE PHYLLIS
KAMINSKY, TERM EXPIRED.

JERRY KANG, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES FOR A
TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2026, VICE JOYCE MAL-
COLM, TERM EXPIRED.

KATHRYN KAHRS MATTHEW, OF SOUTH CAROLINA, TO
BE A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HU-
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MANITIES FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2026, VICE
NOEL VALIS, TERM EXPIRED.

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

GLENNA LAUREEN WRIGHT-GALLO, OF NEVADA, TO BE
ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION AND
REHABILITATIVE SERVICES, DEPARTMENT OF EDU-
CATION, VICE JOHNNY COLLETT, RESIGNED.

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be lieutenant colonel

SHAWN R. JOKINEN

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR ARMY MED-
ICAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531, 716,
AND 17064:

To be lieutenant colonel

JESSICA K. SMYTH

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major
BROCK A. CHAVEZ
IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 8132:

To be lieutenant commander

STEPHEN B. KOYE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED INDIVIDUAL FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531:

To be lieutenant commander

MICHAEL J. URBAITIS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE REGULAR NAVY
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 8132:

To be lieutenant commander

ALEXANDER C. CHARALAMBOUS
RAMA K. MUTYALA
TAIBATU E. I. OBASI

—————

DISCHARGED NOMINATION

The Senate Committee on the Judici-
ary was discharged from further con-
sideration of the following nomination
pursuant to S. Res. 27 and the nomina-
tion was placed on the Executive Cal-
endar:

RACHAEL S. ROLLINS, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF MAS-
SACHUSETTS FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS.

———

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate December 2, 2021:
DEPARTMENT OF STATE

C.B. SULLENBERGER III, OF TEXAS, FOR THE RANK OF
AMBASSADOR DURING HIS TENURE OF SERVICE AS REP-
RESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ON
THE COUNCIL OF THE INTERNATIONAL CIVIL AVIATION
ORGANIZATION.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

BRIAN EDDIE NELSON, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE UNDER
SECRETARY FOR TERRORISM AND FINANCIAL CRIMES.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

LARRY D. TURNER, OF NORTH CAROLINA, TO BE IN-
SPECTOR GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR.

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

SANDRA D. BRUCE, OF DELAWARE, TO BE INSPECTOR
GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION.
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